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Surely, no great Matters can be depended on, from the Tolerating 
Spirit of thoſe Perſons, were We upon Terms of ſupplicating it, who 
can allow themſelves in all the Arts of Miſrepreſentation, in Order 
to blacken the Reputations of thoſe Advocates for our Faith (and 
Diſcipline ) while . and their Memories when dead, who had ſet 


them Examples of a real Moderation in every Reſpect, the Force of 
their Reaſonings only excepted. 


Dr. G. FoTrteRrGILL. 
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To the SUBSCRIBER. iii 


HE N Propoſals were firſt iſſued" for 
7 theLix Ref ArchbiſhopSeckeR, 

and for publiſping A FREE ExXAMI NATION 

of the CRITICAL COMMENTARY, it was 
intended alſo. to re-print the Archbiſhop's LETTER 10 
Mr. WaLeoLE, of which the Free Examination. 
was meant as a Defence. But ſoon: after the Propo- 
ſals were diſtributed, I was informed, by. the Revd. 
Dr. Sm1TH, that be was in Poſſeſſion of Biſhop 
SuerLock's. Memorial, on the Subject of Eccleſi- 
aſtical Government in tbe Plantations, drawn up 
and preſented. by his Lordſhip, to the KING in 
Councir, /n after his Tranſlation to the See of 
London; which excellent Paper the Doctor, when 
in England, had carefully tranſcribed with his own 
Pen, from an authentic Copy, that was put into his 
Hands by a moſt worthy and eminent Prelate. As ſoon 
as 1 was favoured with a Sight of the Memorial, I 
immediately determined to print it in this Collection. 
But in Order to mate Room for it, I found it neceſ- 
ſary to leave out the Letter to Mr. Walpole, as 
both could not be afforded: ad: the NIECE: which 1 
been ſtipulated between us. 

This being really. the Caſe, it is is ee! that's no 
Perſons concerned, whether they conſider themſelves 
as Subſcribers. or. Readers, will diſapprove of this 
Alteration of the Plan. For the Letter to Mr. 
Walpole has been repeatedly printed, .and may be had 
in 4 ſeparate Pamphlet, The whole: of it alſo ap- 
peared in ſome. of our: News- Papers, ſoon after. it 
was publiſhed at bome; and moſt People, who have 
attended to. ſuch. Matters, muſt be ſuppoſed to be ac- 
quainted with the. Contents of it. To this may be 
added, that the Subſtance of this Letter has been laid 
before the American Reader, although in a different 
n during #04 Gewr/e of the late Diſputes about 

American 


"% 


iy To the SuBschIBER. 


American Biſhops. But ibe Memorial as never Jet 
been - publiſhed, either bere or at home; and if the 
preſent Occaſion were omitted, it might perhaps be 
many Years 'before a proper Opportunity would offer, 
of preſenting it io the Public. It has i berefore been 
thought adviſeable that. the Memorial ſhould ſuper- 
eue the Letter in this Collection; eſpecially, as the 
Fermer throws much new Light on an old Subject, 
and, tbithin a ſmall Compaſs, gives a more clear and 
N 
of England in the Colonies, with Regard to ecclęſi- 
aftical Government, than has yet apptared among us; 
white, at the ſame Time, it Arengibens and confirms 
many of the Obſervations and Arguments contained 
in be Free Examination, and prechides the Neceſſity 
of enlur ging on ſeveral Particulars, 
So far, it is imagined, the Subſoriber will at- 
kneivledge himſelf, to bade been fairly treated. But 
in ſettling with. the Printer or Bbokſeller, if be 
ſhould happen lo recollect Matters exactly, be may 
 objett, tbot the Plan has been confiderably enlarged, 
and ibat be is taken in for a" Shilling more than he 
engaged or meant to pay. hut the Plan has been 
enlarged; by the Addition of -the Appendix to the 
Life of Archbiſhop StckER; and the Price Propor- 
tionably encreaſed, is confeſſed. But it was, and is, 
believed, that. ithets is not one Perſon in Fifty, of 
thoſe that ure willing to pay Four Shillings for what 
was mentioned in the Propoſuls, that would gruuge 
ta pay a Fifth for the Letter to Mr. Macclanechan, 
with its Introductory Narrative. However, to Pre- 
vent all Diſputes of this Kind, ibe Matter has been 
fo. ordered, that any Subſcribers, who 'thiſe to con- 
fine themſelves to the original Plan of the Propofals; 
may be ſer ved with Copies, that have not the Ap- 
oy in Queſtion, at the original Price. | 


EXTRACTS 


EXT RAC TS from ſome late Ser- 
mons, preached before 2% Society 


Ver the Propagation of the Goſpel in 


| foreign P arts. 


By Dr. Tzneicx, now Biſhop of London, in 1764. 


A ND if the Wiſdom of Government, whilſt 
employed in improving every Advantage, 
which may make thoſe Countries (the American 
Colonies) a real Strength and Security to our 
own, or give them a more extenſive Influence in 
forming the Manners of the Nations around 
them, ſhall find the State of Religion in FY 
View of that Importance, as to deſerve the mo 
ſerious Attention, it cannot be thought an im- 
proper Occaſion to expreſs our Hopes, that a 
Proviſion will be made for a more regular Exer- 
. ciſe of Diſcipline, and for the Adminiſtration of 
thoſe Offices of our Church, which by its Con- 
ſtirution, derived from the earlieſt Ages of Chriſt- 
lanicy, require a ſuperior Order in the Miniſtry to 
diſcharge them. Nor can we apprehend, that 
this Proviſion, confined merely to the Purpoſes 
of Order and Decency, without affecting any 
Privilege or Diſtinction, which might ſeem to 
interfere with the Rights of Civil Government, or 
give any juſt Occaſion of Offence to thoſe of a 
different Perſuaſion, with whom we wiſh to live 
as Friends, and Setyants of the ſame common 
Maſter, can reaſonably admit of Objection from 
any Quarter, ſince it cannot be denied, that, 
Whilſt the Romiſh Church enjoys the full and free 
Exerciſe of her Religion - all its Rites, and every 
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ect is at Liberty to obſerve every Form, which 
makes and conſtitutes its Diſtinction, - our Eſta- 
bliſhment alone wants the regular Adminiſtration 


of thoſe Offices, which are eſſential to compleat 


its Character, as a Proteſtant Reformed Church. 
And if this Society, in wiſhing well to ſuch a 
Deſign, diſclaims every other View but that of 
promoting ſuch Order and Diſcipline, as, we are 
in Conſrience perſuaded, will moſt effectually an- 
ſwer thoſe Purpoſes of Religion and Virtue, for 
which it was inſtituted, we cannot but hope, that 
the ſerious Part of thoſe, who diſſent from us, 
will forgive us this Wrong, and even its moſt 
avowed Enemies will in their cooler Thoughts 
return to a better Temper, more becoming that 
Religion we all profeſs, and abate of their Seve- 
rity in cenfuring the Conduct of thoſe, whoſe 
Principles are too candid, and breathe too much 
of the Spirit of the Goſpel, to allow them to re- 
turn Railing for Railing. p. 34. | 


By Dr. Ewen, now Biſhop of Bangor, in 176 7. 


The Want then of Biſhops in our Colonies, 
beſides other Diſadvantages attending it, appears, 
in particular, to be the — Cauſe of the 
Want of native Miniſters. The one removed; 
the other, it ſeems, would ceaſe of Courſe. For 
can it be imagined, could Orders be had on the 
Tame Terms there as elſewhere, that a Number of 
the Natives ſufficient for the Service of the 
Churches, would not offer themſelves in thoſe, as 
they do, in all other Parts of Chriſtendom? But 
farther, the Want of Biſhops there hath been all 
along the more heavily lamented, becauſe it is a 
Caſe ſo ſingular, that it cannot be paralleled i 


Preached before * Society. vii | 


the Chriſtian World. Fe or what Sect was ever any 
where at all allowed, that was not allowed the 
Means within themſelves of roviding for the 
continual Exerciſe of their Worſhip ? the granting 
one without the other would be but Mockery, 
Yet ſuch is the State of our Church in the Colo- 
nies; and at a Time, and in a Realm, where the 
Rights of Conſcience are beſt underſtood, and 
moſt fully allowed and protected. All Sects of 
Proteſtant Chriſtians here at home; and all, ſave 
one, throughout our Colonies, have the full Enjoy- 
ment of their Religion.” Even the Romiſh Super- 
ſtition, within a Province lately added to the 
Britiſh Dominions, is compleatly allowed in all 
Points; it hath Biſhops and Seminaries. Thus 
ſtands the Caſe of all Churches in our Colonies, 
except only the Church here by Law eſtabliſhed: 
That alone is not tolerated 1 in the whole; it exiſts 
only in Part, in a maimed State, lopt of Epiſco- 
pacy, an eſſential Part of its Conſtitution, And 
whence this diſgraceful Diſtinction ? whence this 
Mark of Diſtruſt? what is the Fear; what the 
Danger? A few Perſons veſted with Authority to 
ordain Miniſters, to confirm Youth, and to viſit 
their own Clergy. Can Two or Three Perſons, 
reſtrained to theſe ſpiritual Functions, be dangerous 
to any in any Matter? in what? or to whom? 
Can they poſſibly, ſo limited, on any 228 
whatever, attempt to moleſt any in their reli 
Concerns? Can they invade 75 Rights and For 
diction of Magiſtrates? Can they infringe the 
Libertics of the People? p. 22. 


By! Dr. GREEN, Biſho & Lincoln, ! in 1768. 
Should not we, who allow others the free Exer- 
ciſe of their religious Rights, he allowed to 
C 
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ciſe our own ?_If all others freely. practice that 
Kind of , Diſcipline, and Government in their 
reſpective Societies, which they moſt, approve, 
ought we to want what we think eſſential to the 
Conſtitution of our Church, and moſt conformable 
to the Directions of Scripture, if by that Means 
the Rights of no other Community. ſhall be 
infringed, or their Privileges violated? Now while 
all other Sects can provide for the compleat 
Adminiſtration of ſacred Offipes in their Worſhip, 
our Church in the Colonies is laid under the great 
and peculiar Diſcouragement, of having all its 
Candidates for Orders ſubje& to the Danger ang 
Expence of traverſing a large Ocean, before they 
can obtain them; and of not having their Charac- 
ters and Qualifications ſo well aſcertained, as they 
come from a diſtance of 3000, Miles, before they 


: 


can be admitted to them. p. 22. 


By Dr. Nxwrox, Biſhop of Hriſtol, in 19569. 
But the greateſt Want of all is that of an 
American Biſhop for the Purpoſes of Confirmation, 
Ordination, Viſitation” of che Clergy; and other 
eccleſiaſtical Offices, without the leaſt Share of 
civil Power or Juriſdiction whatever. Such an 
Inſtitution patronized by ſo many pious and judiei- 
ous Perſons living and dying, and eſpectally by the 
late moſt worthy, ever to be lamented, ever to be 
honoured Preſident of this Society (but indeed 
what good Deſign did he not patronize and 

encourage?) Such an Inſtitution,” I ſay, 'may be 
| beneficial to many, can be really hurtful to none: 
And ſhall all other Sectaries enjoy their particular 
Privileges and Forms of Worſhip in -their full 
Latitude, and at the ſame Time the Members of 
the national Church,” near a Million of Souls pa 

al 
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ſaid, 4 third of the People, be debarred and 
deprived of what they eſteem ſo material a Part of 
the Cotiſtitution? Where is the Juſtice, Equity or 
Reaſon of this Proceeding? But there are Men 
who Will teeeive neither Law nor Goſpel from us; 
who clamor for Liberty, but yet are the moſt 
imperious of Taſk-Maſters and Tyrants; who 
contend for the moſt unlimited Toleration for 
themſęelves, but yet are to all others moſt into- 
lerant, wherever they get Power into their own 
r 030905 2 oogor 
By Dr. Kxperr, Biſhop of Exeter, in 25. 
Shall it be deemed an unreaſonable or imprudent 
Deſife, if we expreſs our earneſt Wiſhes, or ra- 
ther add them to thoſe of many of our pious and 
worthy Predeceſſors, that a Proteſtant Biſhop may 
be eſtabliſned in America? And that we may ſave 
our Brethren there the Trouble, the Hazard, the 
Expence of croſſing the yaſt. and perilous Ocean, 
for the Sake of enjoying thoſe Benefits to which 
every Man has an undoubted Right, and without 
which Advantage, their religious: Liberty cannot 
be called compleat. Whatever Malice may inſi- 
nuate, we deſire not to ingroſs Authority, or give 
a Check to Liberty of any Sort; our only View 
is to extend the Benfits of the Goſpel, and to fa- 
cilitate the Means of obtaining them, in what we 
judge to be moſt approved, the moſt ancient and 
apoſtolical Method. Without preſuming on the 
ſuperior Excellence and Credit of the Church of 
England, and on its being the eſtabliſned Religion 
of the; Mother Country, we might, at leaſt, hope 
for equal Indulgence with others, and not be en- 
vied an Advantage, which is become ſo neceſſary 
for the Eaſe and Comfort of our Brethren. p. 11. 
Horde | : By 
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Buy Dr. Lowrn, Biſhop of Oxford, in 1771. 
The Difficulty of ſupplying from hence a Peo- 
le, ſpread over ſo large a Tract of Country, with 

iniſters properly qualified for the Adminiſtration 
of God's Word and Sacraments, hath always been 
ſeverely felt both here and there. The Supply of 

Natives to the Miniſtry in the Colonies, now capa- 

ble, from the Eſtabliſnment of various Seminaries 

of Literature, of furniſhing ſuch a Supply; this 

Supply, the moſt uſeful and moſt effectual for the 

End propoſed, is attended with ſo many and great 

Diſcouragements, ſuch Burthen of Expence, ſuch 

Hazard of Life, to themſelves, ſuch Delay, ſuch 


Interruption, ſuch Deficiences in the Miniſtration; 


as to be in a great Meaſure intercepted and cut 
off from them: And theſe unhappy Churches la- 


bour under the ſignal Diſtreſs of not being able to 


miniſter to their own ſpiritual Wants. Their Situ· 
ation and Circumſtances deprive them of the com- 
mon Benefit, which all chriſtian Churches, in all 
Ages, and in every Part of the World, have freely 
enjoyed; and which in thoſe Countries, Chriſtians 
of every other Denomination do at this Time freely 
enjoy. If an eaſy Remedy can be applied to this 


Grievance; ſurely in Charity it will not be denied 


to their Petitions, in Juſtice it cannot be refuſed to 
then Demands. T he proper and only Remedy hath 
long ſince been pointed out; the Appointment of 
one or more reſident Biſhops, for the Exerciſe of 
Offices purely Epiſcopal in the American Church 
of England; for adminiſtering the ſolemn and 


_ edifying Rite of Confirmation; for ordaining Mi- 


niſters, and ſuperintending their Conduct: Offices, 
to which the Members of. the Church of England 
have an undeniable Claim, and from which they 
cannot be precluded without manifeſt Injuſtice and 

f Oppr eſſion. : 
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Preached before the Society. xi 
Oppreſſion. The Deſign hath been laid before 
the Public in the moſt unexceptionable Form: It 
hath been ſupported againſt every Objection, which 
unreaſonable and indecent Oppoſition hath raiſed, 
by Arguments unanſwered and unanſwerable : Un- 
leſs groundleſs Fears, invidious Surmiſes, injuri- 
ous Suſpicions; unleſs abſurd Demands of need- 
leſs and impracticable Securities againſt Dangers 
altogether imaginary and improbable ; are to ſet 


aſide undoubred Rights, founded upon the plain- 


eſt Maxims of religious Liberty, upon the com- 
mon Claim of mutual Toleration : That favorite, 
but abuſed Principle; the Glory and the Diſgrace 
of Proteſtantiſm; which all are forward enough to 
profeſs, but few ſteadily practice; and which thoſe, 
who claim it in its utmoſt Extent for themſelves, 
are ſometimes leaſt of all inclined to indulge in 
any Degree to other. p. 14. fe, e 
By Dr. Moss, Biſhop of St. David's, in 1772. 
The Reaſons for eſtabliſhing Biſhops, in the 
Britiſh Dominions in America, are ſo weighty, as 
well on the Grounds of Religion as of ſound Po- 
licy, that it may ſeem juſt Matter of Wonder, 
that an epiſcopal Church of immenſe Extent, un- 
der the Protection of an epiſcopal Government, 
ſhould have ſubſiſted ſo long without them. The 


' Motives of Government for withholding this In- 
dulgence, I preſume not to enter into; whether it 


be mere Inattention, or any other Cauſe. Be that 
as it will: Sure I am, that no Denomination of 
Chriſtians can, fairly and conſiſtently, object to 
this Meaſure : The fierceſt Aſſertors of religious 
Liberty, either of that or this Country, it ſhould 
ſeem, will be the warmeſt Advocates for it: At 
the worſt, none who pretend to that Character, 
can upon colourable Grounds, oppoſe it; becauſe, 


political 
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political Reaſons apart, no Oppoſition can be made 
to it but on Principles of Perſecution. . Were the 
Sectaries of that Country, who admit of Ordina- 
tion, compelled by the Legiſlature to come over 
to Britain to obtain it, they would eſteem it, and 
very juſtly, a great Hardſhip, and a violent In- 
fringement of the Toleration. And yet this is the 
very State of the epiſcopal Church in America: 
So that the Dominions of Geat Britain in America 
furniſh, a very extraordinary Soleciſm in Eccleſi- 
aſtical Polity; the eſtabliſhed Church of that 
Country (for ſuch the Church of England is by 
Law declared to be) {till ſubſiſting, as it always 
has ſubſiſted in Time paſt, in a State of Perſecu- 
tion. But the Time, we hope, is not far diſtant, 
when this Obſtruction ſhall be removed, and no 
longer remain a Blemiſh and Reproach to the 
moſt extenſive and reſpectable of all the reformed 
Churches. The * 12 that enforce it are gain- 
ing additional Strength every Day; and they will 
find their Way, and have their Weight, where 
we wiſh them to operate with all their Force, p. 28. 
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be ſent to reſide in America, as early as in 
the Reign of King Charles II. Sir OrxLanpo 
BRIDbouax, who had much Friendſhip for 
the Diſſenters, and a Diſpoſition to do nothing that 
would injure them, either at home or abroad, was 
zealous for having this Proviſion made for the 
national Church in the Colonies, and was probably 
one of the firſt Propoſers of the Scheme. The 
King in Council approved of it; Dr. ALEXANDER 
MusR&ray, who had attended his Majeſty in his 
Exile, was actually nominated for the firſt American 
Biſhop * ;, and the neceſſary Letters Patent were 
iſſued for that Purpoſe ;- but the cõming in of a 
new Miniſtry, known by the Title of the Cabal, 
which had nothing leſs at Heart than the Cauſe of 
Religion and Liberty, for that Time defeated it. 
Ihe Confuſions that followed, cauſed the Scheme 
to be ren for near Thirty Years : But, about 
the Be of the preſent Century, it was 
reſumed by 7 The Society for the Propagation of the 
A Goſpel, 


* This appears from ſome original eee in the late Duke 
of Bedſord's Office. 


I. was thought expedient that a Biſhop ſhould 
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copate, were the Biſhops Sherlock, Secker and Butler. 


2 A Free Examination | 
Goſpel, upon renewed Inſtances from Governors 
„% of Provinces, Miniſters, Veſtries, and private 
* Perſons. in the Plantations” “, and profecuted 
under the Direction of the mild, the moderate, 
Archbiſhop Tenis0n, But when it was again very 
near being put in Execution, it was defeated a 
ſecond Time by the unexpected Death of the 

ueen. 

After this we hear but little more of American 
Biſhops, excepting that ſome Legacies were left 


towards a Fund to ſupport them, till the Year 


1740; when the late Archbiſhop, then Biſhop of 
Oxford, in reviewing the religious State of the 
Colonies, ſaw the Reaſonableneſs and Neceſſity of 
an American Epiſcopate in fo ſtriking a Light, 
that he thought it his Duty briefly to repreſent” to 
the Publick a State of the Caſe T. However, 
nothing material was done, in Conſequence of his 
Repreſentation, till near ten Years afterwards ; 
when ſeveral Biſhops, and other leading Members 
of the above-mentioned Society, thought it neceſ- 
ſary, as © the Matter had been left with them,” to 
engage more actively in the Cauſe of the Epiſco- 
palians in America. Their firſt Care was to 
examine all the former Proceedings of the Society 
relative to the Caſe; to review the Plan that had 
been formerly propoſed and purſued to ſo conſider- 
able a Length; and to correct and improve it in 
ſuch a Manner, that it might be guarded on all 
Sides againſt reaſonable Objections, and rendered 
as unexceptionable as poſſible. 

The principal Perſons that engaged in this Review 
and Correction of the Plan for an American Epiſ- 


The 


gee the Society's Arad, for 1714. 
+ In his Sermon preached before the Society. 


as he imagined would be urged againſt it“. 


§ See this excellent Mer in the Appendix. | 
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The firſt, ſoon after his Tranflation to the See 
of London, had preſented to the King in Council, 
Some Conſiderations, relating to eccleſiaſtical Govern- 
ment, in his Majeſty's Dominions in America &; in 
which the Neceſſity of an American Epiſcopate 


was repreſented, and the Objections to ſuch an 


Appointment were ſhewn to be unreaſonable or 


impertinent. This Paper was read in Council, 
Feb. 21, 1749-30; but the Conſideration of the 


Subject was poſtponed, on Account of the King's 
Journey to Hanover, for which he was now pre- 
paring . It was however expected that the Af: 
fair would be attended to in the following Win- 


ter; and Mr. WaL pol E, who was a Friend to the 


eneral Propoſal of providing Biſhops for the Co- 
Raad, bur apprehenſive that ſome Room would 
be left for Objections againſt it, wrote to Biſhop 
SHERLOCK, requeſting his Lordſhip to furniſh him 
with a true State of the Caſe ; that he might 
have Time to conſider it, and be prepared to do 


- Juſtice to the Subject, when he ſhould have Oc- 


caſion to ſpeak upon it at the Council Board; ſug- 
geſting alſo, at the ſame Time, ſuch Objections 


n 


t This appears from Biſhop SnERLOck's Circular Letter 
to the American Commiſſaries, dated Sept 19, 1750; a 


Copy of wuich was ſent by his Lordſhip to the Reverend 
Dr. Jobuſen, the late Preſident of King's College, New-York, 


and is preſerved among his Papers. | v7 
J Mr. WaLyoL?, who was a Member of the Privy 
Council, ſeems not to have been preſent” at the reading of 


Biſhop: SuerLOCE?s Memorial, nor to have been well ac- 


quainted with the Contents of it. "= 
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* That the Diſpoſition and Deſign of Mr. WaLeoLs, 
was thus friendly, appears: from the Teſtimony of a Perſon 
of the ſtricteſt Veracity, who ſaw his Letter ſoon after it was 
written, and remembers the Nature and Scope of it. 


With 
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With the ſame View Mr. W aueoLE, ſhortly 
after, put a Copy of his Letter to Biſbop SHERLOCK 


into the Hands of Biſbop Stcker ; ſo that the Letter 


may properly be conſidered as intended equally 
for both. What Anſwer was returned by the for- 
mer does not appear; a Copy of his Confiderations 
which had been preſented to the King, it ſent to 


Mr. WarLeoLt,. as was probably the Cale, was a 
ſufficient and proper one: But the latter returned 
the Anſwer which is the Subject of the Commentary. 


As the Correſpondence between Dr. SECKER 
and Mr. WalLpolE was, at firſt, a private Tranſ- 
action, the Letters were not then publiſhed ; and 
yet, as the Biſhop, who had a Right to diſpoie 
of his own general Letter as he pleaſed, imagined 
it might ſome Time or other be of Service to the 
Publick, he ordered it, in Caſe it ſhould not be 
publiſhed in his Life Time, to be printed after 
his Death, that it might not finaliy be loſt. 

This Order the Perſons entruſted faithfully 


executed, cauſing the Letter to be publiſhed ſoon 


after his Grace's Deceaſe. After a while, there 
came forth, in Anſwer to it, a large anonymous 
Pamphlet, under the Title of A Critical Commen- 
tary, &c. But upon Inſpection it is obvious, that 


in this Performance, the Author proſtitutes his cri- 
tical Talents, ſo far as he has any, to the mean 


Purpoſes of Miſrepreſentation and Sophiſtry, and 
wantonly indulges himſelf in Reflexions upon, and 
Inſinuations againſt, this late venerable Prelate, 
that are injurious and baſe, almoſt beyond Exam- 


ple. But the Archbiſhop's Character was too well 


eſtabliſhed, in England, to ſuſtain any Detriment 
there from the Attacks of this petulant and illi- 
beral Writer: and his Arguments in Favour of 
an American Epiſcopate were too ſtrong to be 
e eee 970 weakened 
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weakened by his Cavils againſt them. For it der 
ſerves particular Notice, that, throughout the 
whole Commentary, there is not the leaſt Proof 
brought of any one Fact of Importance. It con- 
ſiſts chiefly of wild Conjectures, groundleſs Suſ⸗ 
picions, unreaſonable Suppoſitions, unfair Quota- 
tions, forced Conſtructions, and falſe Tranſlations, 
as will abundantly appear before we haye done 
with it. It was deemed therefore, by the Friends 
of the Archbiſhop, and of the Cauſe that he pro- 
| moted,. utterly. unworthy of Aa for mal 1 Reply, 
However, ſome Remarks upon it were publiſhed 
in the London Chronicle of Feb, loth, 1770, which 
plainly ſnewed it to be replete, with Malice and 
Miſrepreſentation. xo ian Gn o ek” 
But what ſeems to have been generally deſpiſed, 
and almoſt , univerſally. neglected, by all Parties; 
in England, has fortunately. had its Admiters in 
this Country. Accordingly this ſame Critical Com- 
mentary has had the Honour of being reprinted in 
the Colonies, and induſtriouſly circulated as 2 
Work of Importance. For, if I may whiſper 3 
Secret, it is not eſſential to the Recommendation 
of a Pamphlet in this Way, that the Writer of it 
ſhould appear like a Gentleman, or a Scholar; it 
is enough if it be written in Oppoſition to the 
Deſign of an American Epiſcopate, and that an 
eminent Archbiſbop be abuſed in it, to render it 
highly regaling to People of a certain Character. 
It has therefore been judged proper that ſome 
public Notice ſhould be taken here, of what is 
thought not to deſerve it at home; that the Ame- 
rican Admirers of this Performance may no longer 
boaſt of its being unanſwerable, becauſe it remains 
unanſwered; and that others, at this Diſtance 
from the Scene of thoſe Tranſactions that are miſ- 
| | 8 repreſented 
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repreſented in it, may no longer be impoſed upon 
by groundleſs, but uncontradicted, Aſſertions. 
And, as the Author of this Examination is, at 
preſent, the only American that is perſonally con- 
cerned in the Commentary, this has been thought 
a ſufficient Reaſon for bis ſubmiting to ade diſa- 
8 Taſk. ©: vir 

The 3 begins with avteving; ſtrange 
Buſpiclons concerning the Occaſion of this Letter, 
and with "makikg unnatural Suppoſitions to ac- 


count for it. But enough has been already ſaid 


to ſnew, that the late Arcbbiſpop, in thus writing 
to Mr. WaLrol E, did no more than was proper, 
or than was probably expected from him. 

As to Biſhop SyerLock,' to whom Mr. War- 
pore! firſt\fent a Copy of his Letter on the Sub- 
ject; what Anſwer he returned, or whether any 
Anſwer at all, has not been publiekly ſaid; and 
therefore the Commentator offers it as 4 probable 
Suppoſition. that Biſbop Sherlock, convinced by Mr. 
Watlpole's Letter of tbe Danger, the Polly, or at 
leaſt of the Tnexpedience of the Projett, made no 
Reply at all. p. 4. But it is well known, on the 
contrary; that Biſhop. SuER LOCK was never con- 
vinced by that Letter, nor by any Thing elſe, ei- 
ther of the Danger, or the Folly, or the Inexpedi- 
ence of an American Epiſcopate ; but that he con- 
tinued to recommend ſuch an Appointment, as a 
very ſafe, * and expedient ne as long as 
he lived. 

The — farther ſuppoſes, that although 
the late Archbiſhop'was not convinced of the Dan- 
ger, Eng or InexpedRnice of an American Epiſ- 


copato, 


»The W are made from the Londen Edition of 
the Critical Commentary. 
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copate, by Mr. Walrorx's Letter, yet that it 
may have contained ſuch Ozje#ions againſt it, as 
he was unable to anſwer; and that his Grace's 
Executors, for this Reaſon, thought it not adviſa- 
ble to publiſh-it. And he obſerves, on the Occa- 
ſion, that to publiſh Anſwers to Treatiſes, which 
they who» ſhould judge between the Parties have no 
Poſſible Means of conſulting, has always been a ſtand- 
ing and very reaſonable Prejudice againſt the Fair- 
neſs and Impartiality of the Anſwerers. p. 5. It 
that Letter contained Objections of ſuch invinci- 
ble Force that the late Archbiſhop: did not think 
proper to touch them, to uſe this Writer's expreſ- 
five Phraſeology ; it is paſſing ſtrange, that none 
of the Adverſaries to an American Epiſcopate have 
been ſince able to produce againſt it Objections of 
the like Character. For no Objections hitherto 
have been offered to the Public, which .his Grace 
has not touched, and even refuted, to the intire Sa- 
tisfaction of all that are Friends to the Cauſe. The 
unanſwerableneſs of Mr. WareoLe's Objections 
therefore could not have been the Reaſon, why 
his Letter was not publiſhed by the Archbiſhop's 
Executors ; but the true Reaſon is, as I am able 
to inform our Critic and his, Admirers, that the 
Letter was' not found among his Grace's Papers. 
Nor is the Want of Mr. WareoLe's Letter any 
Reaſon why the late Archbiſhop's Letter to him 
ſhould not be publiſhed. For it appears that the 
latter was never meant as an Anſwer to the former, 
in the common Senſe of the Word, or in Oppo- 
Aition to it; but only as a Repreſentation of the 
Writer's Sentiments with Regard to a Subject that 
had been propoſed to him, and a Solution of Ob- 
jections that, in a friendly Manner, had been ſug- 
geſted to him. What thoſe Objections were, is as 


evident 
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evident from Dr. Secxzr's Letter, as what the 
Subject itlelf was. 

But however juſtifiable in itſelf the Publication 
of this Letter may be thought, the Commentator 
has much to ſay againſt the 8 of that 
Meaſure, at the I ime when it was taken. He 
expends no leſs than Four of his critical Pages 
(from p. 7.) in blaming the Archbiſhop for givin 
the Onder and his Executors for complying — 
it, when the Colonies were peculiarly jealous of 
their Rights, and when the late warm Diſputes 
between them and the Mother Country had hardly 
Jabaded. There would indeed have been ſome 
Ground for the Cenſure, if the Publication had a 
Tendency to irritate the Colonies, or to revive the 
late Diſputes. But the Subject of the Letter has 
not the leaſt Connexion with the Subject of thoſe 
Diſputes, whatever may have been pretended by 
To or Three anonymous Writers in the common 
Netos Papers. But, ſuppoſing it to have been 
otherwiſe, and that the Propoſal of an American 
Epiſcopate had occaſioned a conſiderable Part, or, 
if the Reader pleaſes, even the whole, of the late 
Uneaſineſs; yet, it may be maintained, that the 
Publication of ſuch a Letter, at ſuch, a Time, 
would naturally tend, not to revive or increaſe it, 
but rather to compoſe it. The 2 occa- 
ſioned by the Expectation of an Epiſcopate in 
America, muſt be ſuppoſed to ariſe from an Ap- 
prehenſion, that . — an Eſtabliſhment would be 
injurious, either to Men's Liberty, or Property, 
or both. But the Letter ſhews that the Epiſco- 
pate propoſed is of ſuch a Nature, and will be 
under ſych Limitations, that neither the Liberty, 
nor the Property, of Americans can be affected 
by it. It ſhews that the Foundation of all ſuch 

Uneaſineſs 
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Uneafinefs was a Miſapprehenſion of the Nature 
of the Deſign; and ſurely the removing the 
Ground of a Complaint can have no Tendency to 
increaſe it ! Such a Publication conſequently can 
never be unſeaſonable, and eſpecially when the 
Minds & Men require to be appeaſed ; and there- 
fore to" object againſt the Seaſonableneſs of the 
Publication before us, betrays a ſtrong Propenſity 
to cavil. | 55 

I am notwithſtanding ready to confeſs, that 
when the Minds of Men are agitated and heated 
with Conteſts of any Kind, it is not a proper 
Seaſon to introduce a Propoſal, that, on its firſt 
Appearance, mult be ſuppoſed to furniſh new 

atter for Altercation. The Friends of the Pro- 
poſal would always chooſe therefore to reſerve it 
for a Time when it would be more likely to gain 
a candid Attention. But the Propoſal for Ameri- 
can Biſhops was not introduced by the Publication 
of the Archbiſhop's Letter. Thegeneral Deſign was 
well known, both in England and in the Colonies z 
and the Subject had been fully debated before the 
Public. Some People continued to be, or affected 
to be, jealous, that the Epiſcopare in Queſtion 
would hurt the Diſfenters ; and the Letter was 
properly produced, as a farther Evidence that 
there was no juſt Reaſon for the Jealouſy. 

In order to judge of this, let us conſider the 
Explanation of the Deſign which the Letter gives. 
« The Thing propoſed is, that Two or Three 
« Perſons ſhould be ordained Biſhops, and ſent 
into our American Colonies, to adminiſter Con- 
* firmation, and give Deacons and Prieſts Orders 
to proper Candidates, and exerciſe ſuch Jurif- 
« diction over the Clergy of the Church of England 
in thoſe Parts, as the late Biſhop of London's 

eel ans 8 | Commiſſaries 
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« Commiſſaries did, or ſuch as it might be thought 
« proper that any future Commiſſaries ſhould, 
« if this Deſign were not to take Place.” That 
this, and no more than this, is the true Deſign of 
the Propoſal, has been proved by ſuch a Variety 
of unexceptionable Evidence, that it ſeems now 
to be no longer diſputed. The Letter proceeds: 
The Queſtions that ariſe on this Propoſal are: 
«Is it a reaſonable one in itſelf ? And if it be, 
< are there any ſuch Dangers of its being extended 
to introduce exorbitant Church Powers, or of 
its raiſing Uneaſineſſes abroad or at home, as 
44 may notwithſtanding, at leaſt for the preſent, 
be juſt Objections againſt it?” 
_.. Here the: Commentator's general Remark is: 
To what this new Juriſdiction of the future Com- 
miſſaries would amount, we are not informed. It is 
left indefinite. This we may ſafely conclude, that it 
would not be thought proper to limit the Juriſdiction 
of Biſhops to any Thing leſs than it may be thought 
proper the future Commiſſaries ſhould exerciſe; and this 
might, and probably would be, the full Juriſdiftion 
exerciſed by the Biſhops of the. Mother Country. p. 12. 
It is here ſuppoſed that the Power of American 
Commiſſaries may be, and, in Caſe the Deſign of 
an Epiſcopate ſhould fail, probably would be, 
augmented to ſuch a Degree, as to be equal to th: 
full Juriſdiction exerciſed by the Biſhops in England. 
If this is a reaſonable Suppoſition, the Liberties 
of the Coloniſts will certainly be much ſafer under 
the propoſed Epiſcopate, than without it. For, 
if the Epiſcopate ſhould be quietly received by the 
Americans on the Terms that are propoſed, there 
is not the leaſt Appearance of a Probability, that 
any material Alteration or Addition will be made 
to the Powers, with which it ſhall be originally 
hs 4 | inveſted. 
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inveſted. But if the Epiſcopate ſhould be refuſed, 

then it may be expected that Commiſſaries will be 
re-eſtabliſhed; and, ſhould this happen, it is 
probable, ſays che Commentator, that they will have 
the full Juriſdiction exerciſed by the Biſhops at home. 
If the Power of Commiſſaries may be extended to 
the Degree which this Writer ſuppoſes it may, nay, 
thinks that it probably would be; then, 9 
Diſappointment of the Scheme for ſuch u | 
have been propoſed, 1s greatly to be G del ty 
all who are 1 5 of their religious Liberties.” 

it cannot be thus extended ; then the Commentatar's 


Ws, 


: ie Neat to the N of an Ade 
rican Epiſcopate, which Mr. Walpolx ſeems to 
have admitted, the Letter obſerves, that *'it 
belongs to the very Natureof epiſcopal Churches, 
ce to have Biſhops, at proper. Diſtances, preſiding 
over them,” This is clear and evident without 
a Commentary. The Office of Biſhops has the 
ſame Relation to epiſcopal Churches that the 
Juriſdiction of Preſbyteries, including the Power 
of Ordination, has to Preſbyterian. Churches; > 3,4 as 
is evident to common Senſe. | But what Improve. 
ments is not a Critic able to make on the Plaiheſt 
Propoſition? For Inſtance :, Such an one might | 
aſk, in the, preſent Caſe, and on a View of the 
preceding Obſervation : 1 hether the Biſhops , 

England enjoy any Privileges, or exerciſe any Juri. (- 
tion, which do not belong to the very Nature © 

epiſcopal Churches ? p. 13. The proper Anſwer ' 5 
this "Queſtion is, They undoubtedly do. For 
nothing beine to the Nature of epiſcopal 
Churches, but what is inſeparable from their 
Exiſtence: But the Engliſh Biſhops enjoy "many 


Privileges. 
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Privileges, and exerciſe ſome Branches of Juriſdic- 
tion, which have been derived from the State, 
which the Biſhops of ſome other Churches do not 
enjoy, and which therefore are not eſſential to, and 
do not belong to the Nature of, epiſcopal Churches. 
But the Critic might briſkly retort: If Lea; it 


88 EEE, 


Thing from Churches, that does not belong to 
their very Nature, or is not neceſſary to their 
Exiſtence ? The Arguments to prove the Affirma- 
tive of this Queſtion, would equally prove it 
expedient to retrench from a Man, all that is not 
neceſſary to his Exiſtence as ſuch; and conſequently, 
to deprive the Commentator of the Uſe of Pen, Ink 
and Paper: For I conceive .theſe Things do not 
belong to his Nature as a Man, however needful 
they may be to his figuring as a Critic. 
It may farther be queſtioned, whether the Pri- 
vileges of Churches, which are derived from the 
State, and are not eſſential to their Exiſtence, 
are neceſſarily to be conſidered as Uſurpations ? Or, 
more particularly, whether the Prrvileges of this 
Kind enjoy'd by the Church of England, under 
the preſent Eſtabliſhment, are ſo many Uſurpations 
upon the State? If they are; I hope, at leaſt, we 
mall hear no more of its being a. Parliamentary 
Church, by Way of Reproach; ſince a Parliamen- 
.tary Eftabliſhment is moſt remote from the Idea 
F of Uſurpation. If no Edification is to be expected 
"i from the Exerciſe. of 4/urped Powers and Privi- 
1 leges; yet this can be no Objection againſt Powers 
and Privileges legally confered upon Churches, 
and given with Diſcretion, | | 


A 
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A ſhort Specimen has been here given of our 
Critic's Dexterity :. But he goes on farther to im- 
prove upon the Subject, There are certain Things, 
ſays he, belonging to the Nature of the. epiſcopal 
Orricx---one of which is Vigilance over the Flock of 
which the Biſhop takes the Charge ; which cannot 
be exerciſed while. he is abſeut from, them, either in 
England or America: And this is equally true, whether 
the Biſbop is diſtani ſome Hundreds, or ſome T hou- 
ſands of Miles from bis Dioceſe. p. 14. That 
Vigilance over his Flock is eſſential to the Charac- 
ter of a good Biſhop, will not be diſputed. That as 
ſtrict a Vigilance cannot be exerciſed by a Biſhop 
at a Diſtance from his Dioceſe, as by one that re- 
ſides in it, may alſo, be allowed. But that there 
is no material Difference whether this Diſtance be 
Hundreds or Thouſands, of Miles, is abſolutely de- 
nied, till it can be proved that One is equal to Ten. 
However, the Vigilance required, in a Biſhop was 
never underſtood, in any Age of the Church, to 
be a conſtant, perſonal Inſpection of his whole 
Flock. It may ſometimes be for the Advantage 
of his Flock, that he reſides at a Diſtance, eſpe- 
cially near the Seat of that Government, upon 
which many of its valuable Intereſts depend. And 
when a Biſhop takes the Charge of a Dioceſe, his 
Engagement binds him to be careful and faithful 
in performing all thoſe epiſcapal Offices oxly, which 
may be requiſite, and not to do the Duty of a 
Pariſb Miniſter. The more immediate Objects of 
his Vigilance are the Clergy of his Dioceſe. Of 
theſe he ſhould know the reſpective Characters 
before he ordains them; and afterwards he ſhould 
inform himſelf, from Time to Time, in what 
Manner they behave---encouraging the worthy, 
and endeavouring to reclaim the unworthy, 

ve among 
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among them. Now all this. may be done, in a 
very competent Degree, and ſo effectually, that 
his Dioceſe may not ſuffer in this Reſpect, by 
a Biſhop that ſpends the chief of his Time 10 
the Capital of the Kingdom. For, beſides the 
occaſional Intercourſe he naturally has with his 
Clergy; he may have Officers conſtantly "reſiding 
among them more nearly to inſpect their Behavior, 
and to make a regular Report of it. And' if a 
Biſho cofiſcientioufly careful in admiting to 
holy Press in granting Letters of Induction, in 
appointing Overſeers of his Clergy, and in per- 
ſonally viſiting his Dioceſe at the common Periods, 
and on extraordinary Occaſions ; he does all that 
he ever engaged to do, or that he 'wis expeQted to 
do, or that his Duty obliges him to do, in Foigt 
of Vis lance. al SAS 43 > Þ pf 5, 15 
Bu if the Acts of ' epiſ A Vi ance ma * 
ed, in the 2 of 7 by Of. 
Beers ſtationed i in his Dioceſe; then, ſays the Com. 
mentutor, Even ſo muy the Biſhop of London perform 
chem by bis Commiſſaries ſtationed in America. Ib. 
But it is not pretefided that this Duty of Vigilance 
can be diſcharged by a Biſhop, without ſometimes 
viſiting his Dioceſe perſonally; ' Vet could the 
Intercourſe be made as eaſy between the American 
Clergy and any Biſhop at their Head, as it is be- 
tween the Clergy of any Dioceſe in England and 
the Biſhop that governs it; and would 2 Biſhop, 
properly authorized, viſit the American Colonies 
as often as the remoteſt Dioceſe ifi England is vi- 
ſited by its Biſhop, and with a Juriſdiction circum- 
ſeribed agreeably to our American Plan; I believe 
we ſhould not continue to comple of our Want 
of Bihopjs. hy | 
n hat the- Colonies ſhould theres be viſited 
| by 
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by a Biſhop, is certainly, very needful. For Can- 
firmation, which *< is an Office of our Church, 
« derived from the primitive Ages”, and which 
the Members of the Church muſt be ſuppoſed to 
eſteem © a very uſefal one”, cannot duly be 
' adminiſtered but by a Biſhop in Perſon. In Anſwer 
to this Obſervation, behold another Diſplay of 
critical Acumen! Shall we then, ſays the Com- 
meniator, lay it down. for a Rule, that it belongs to 
the Nature of epiſcopal Churches, that ALL. their 
Members ſhould be confirmed ? If it does not, the 
Coloniſts may do without it. p. 15. None was ever 
ſo weak as to imagine, that it is any Way eſſential 
to the Nature of epiſcopal Churches that all their 
Members ſhould. be confirmed; any more than it 
is eſſential to the Nature of other Churches that all 
their Members ſhould receive the Sacrament of the 
Lord's Supper. But it is very eſſential to all 
Churches, without which they can have no more 
than a partial Exiſtence, that they be allowed to 
enjoy their Religion, in the Exerciſe of all thoſe 
public Offices and Acts, which their Conſtitution 
requires. If it be not eſſential to the Exiſtence of 
an epiſcopal Church that all its Members be actu- 
ally confirmed ; yet it is eſſential to its Well-Being 
that all its Members ſhould have an Opportunity of 
being confirmed, or that Confirmation may be 
adminiſtered to thoſe who deſire it. I: 

But if it be not neceſſary for all Epiſcopalians 
actually to receive Confirmation, we are very kindly 
and charitably told, that the Coloniſts may do without 
it | I know not in what Eſtimation this Writer 
holds any Acts or Offices of Religion; but he 
talks here as if he thought ſuch Things but of 
little Conſequence. It is hoped that the ſerious 
Part of the Diſſenters, who profeſs a proper 1 

or 
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for religious Privileges, will give no Countenance 
to a Poſitron, which equally militates againſt them, 
and n Denomination in Chriſtendom. 
For it does not belong to the Nature of any of 
their Churches, that every Member actually receive 
the Holy Communion; and then, according to 
the Commentator's Logic, all the Members may do 
without it. Hates . 

In the ſame Page, with the ſame benevolent 
Spirit, and in the Exerciſe of the fame critical Ta- 
lents, he ſagely infers from ſome Declarations of 
the Church, that how uvstrur ſoever Confirmation 
may be, where it can be had, where it CANNOT, it is, 
by the Conftitution of the Church of England herſelf, 
UNNECESSARY. But it is a ſufficient Reaſon why 
the American Epiſcopalians ſhould be deſirous of 
an Epiſcopate, on the Account of Confirmation, 
that they eſteem that venerable Rite uſeful, where 
it may be had; for without an Epiſcopate they 
cannot enjoy, what they eſteem to be, an »ſefu! 
Part of their Religion. And although it be not 
neceſſary to thoſe Individuals who cannot obtain it, 
in Point of Duty, and fuch can have no Ground to 
reproach themſelves with the Want of it (and the 
fame may be ſaid with Regard to Baptiſm); yet 
this is but an indifferent Reaſon why it ſhould not 
be put in their Power, by thoſe who are able. 

From Confirmation we now paſs to Ordination. 
The late Archbiſhop, ſpeaking of the American 
Epiſcopalians, ſays : © If they are to have no Or- 
dination there, they muſt either fend Perſons 
* hither to be ordained, or take ſuch as come to 
them from hence.” In the former Caſe he takes 
Notice of the Danger and Expenſiveneſs of ſuch a 
Voyage, to the Candidates. How contemptuouſſy 
ſoever the Commentator may think of the Danger, 

it 
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it is a real and well-known Fact, that no leſs than 
Ten, out of the firſt Fifty, that went home for 
Ordination from the northern Colonies, ' loft their 
Lives by the Voyage: And as to its unavoidable 
Expenſiuentſs\, there is, I believe, no other Deno- 
mination of Chriſtians on Earth, but would think 
it, in their own Caſe; an intolerable Hardſhip,” \ 
Here, inſtead of ſaying any Thing to the Pur- 
ſe, the Conmmentator amuſes us with an Account 
of what he \/uppoſes Mr. Walrolx ſaid in a Letter 
of which he never knew the Contents. He con- 
jectures that the Stateſman objected” the Money 
ſpent by our Candidates in England, as a Reafon 
for not granting us an Epiſcopate. Nay, he con- 
ceits the Objection might have gone deeper ſtill; 
and that the Conſideration with' him, of tlie greate 
Weight, might he, that the more Indurements the 
Coloniſts in general ſpould have to ſtay at homes and 
the fewer Occaſions of perſonal Intercourſe with tbe 
Mother Country, the _ they would aſpire t Inde. 
endency: p. 17. But if the Colontfts in general ous 
th hate a fo Inducements to ſtay Þ hae, 
as many Occaſions of perſonal-Intercourſe with t 
Mother Country, as poſſible-; why ſhould not 7; 
Coloniſt in general be treated in the ſame Manner, 
without Diſtinction? Why may not the Members 
of the Church of England in the Colonies- bt al- 
lowed as many Inducementssto Nay at home, ds 
other People? May they not as ſafely be truſted 
with the Enjoyment of the common Privileges of 
Chriſtians, as ahy of their Neighbours? IT will 
require all the Abilities of a profeſſed Critic,” to 
ſhew any juſt Foundation for the Diſtinction hat 
has Hitherto been made, to the Piſadvantage df 
ze Shufch of England, in this Reſpect. W FT 
What follows is delightful ! The Stateſman; N 
W C Dovsr; 


„ 
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Dovsr,' 3 that if the Coloniſts of the Church 
of England were empowered to MANUFACTURE Deacons 
and Prieſts for themſelves, as well as other Things, 
which, they have hitherto imported from hence, they 
would; in Time haue a Church independent upon that 
inthe Mather Country. Ibid: But why, in the Name 
of common Senſe, may not the Epiſcopalians be 
allowed to carry on this Manufacture in the Colonies, 
as well as the Preſbyterians or Independents; ; who 
_ always manufactured their .own- Deacons and 
J Priefts,: and have never been obliged to import them 
rom England Nor would ſuch an Indulgence to 
in my humble Opinion, have the leaſt Tendency 
to render ours an independent Church; but rather 
the contrary. Children are not diſpoſed to deſert a 
Parent, ſolong as all neceſſary and needful Proviſion 
is made for them; but when this is withheld, from 
4 ſuppoſed want either of Attention or Affection, 
it is much more natural for HHOM to think of 
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Foy that nothing « s the I eee of 
the e Church here on that in England, 
ke the continued Refuſal of an Epiſcopate. 
If the Independency of our Church would be 
reat evil in the View of Policy, the Independency 
o other Churches in the Colonies actually is 1o, 
for the ſame Reaſons. If in the one Caſe it ought 
to be prevented, in the other it ought to be 
remedied, as far as poſſible. What we plead for 
is impartial Treatment, and to be put on a Footing 
with, our Neighbours. So much we have a Right 
to afk, and to pe on the an of comma 


A 
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Under ſuch Difficulties of obtaining Ordination 
as muſt attend a Voyage acroſs the Atlantic, the 
Church of England in the Colonies has never heen 
ſupplied with Clergymen from the native Ame- 
ricans; but has been obliged to accept of Strangers 
to make up the Deficiency. In ſpeaking of the 
Clergy that remove hither from England, the late 
2 ſays: Not many in Proportion will 

go from hence, but Perſons of deſperate Fortunes; 


4 low Qualifications,” and bad or doubtful Cha- 


< racters; who cannot anſwer, as; they ought, the 


End for which they are deſigned.“ This — 
Deſcription is indeed very unfavourable. Hows 


ever it is not here aſſerted nor inſinuated, that all 
the Clergy who remove from England to ſettle in 
the Colonies are of this Character; on the other 
Hand, the Words neceſſarily imply that there are 
ſome Exceptions. I have now in my Eye ſeveral 


of them, of moſt amiable and excellent Characters, 


who are an Ornament to the Station in which they 
are placed; and ſome ſuch muſt have been known 
ro Dr. SECKER, at the Time of writing this Letter. 
Nor does he ſpeak ſo ill of the unworthy Part of 
them, as one would judge from the Manner in 
which he is quoted in the Commentary. He ſays 
they (cannot anſwer, as they ought, the End for 
<* which they are deſigned ;” evidently implying, 
that they may anſwer this End in ſome; Degree. 
But in the Quotation, p. 18, the qualifying Member 
of the Sentence, which I — marked with Tralics, 
is left out; and the Reader is led to believe, that, 


in this Grace's Opinion; _— cannot. anſwer:ithe 


End, in any Degree at all. 
The Archbiſhop proceeds : = And it defpoons 


< Obſervation, that a great Part of them are Scotch. 


«1 ra not ſay what Chance there is that epiſcopal 
| | Clergymen 
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& Clergymen of that Country may be diſaffected to 
„the Government.“ In theſe Words it is not 
aſſerted that any of che be fore: mentioned Clergy 
are Jacobites, or dliſaffected to the Government; 
but a Probability is intimated that ſome of them, 
or a conſiderable Proportion of them, ay be 0 
Now the Manner, in which theſe two Sentences 
are quoted in the Commentary; is exactly this: 
**-And'a great Part of them Scoteh Facabites.“ This 
is palmed upon the Reader, as a literal Quota- 
tion, with the peculiar and appropriated Marks of 
one; while it is, at belt, no more than an Abſtratt 
of che two Sentences, and ſuch/an ane a8 1grofsly 
miſrepreſents the Senſe of them. The Quotation 
roundly aſſerts, that a great Part of che ſaid Clergy 
are Scotch Jacobites; whereas the Sentences quoted 
aſſert nothing el than that a great Part df 
them are Scotab; with an Intimation, that of theſe 
forne may de Fatobites.. If the takifig fich Liberties 
be the Privilege of Critics, : this thall be the ma 
that I will ever.cohtend/ withui. 1% ; 

As to the Fact: It is natural to ſpud flies 
in a general Way, Clergymen of :eſtabbſhed Repu- 
tation at home: who have alwaysca Chance: for far- 
ther Preferment, will not be the foremoſt in leaving 
their Friends and Connections, to remove into the 
Colonies, Where there is no ſuch Chance to flatter 
them. But ſuclr as are in bad Circumſtances through 
their Gn Miſconduct, or are meanly qualified for 

the: Offlee; or have but indifferent Characters, are 
moſt likely to go abroad into à diſtant Country. 
MWMWhen ſuch have come over, as has ſometimes 
happened, they have fount it eaſy to aſſign a 
2 better Cauſe for their coming, than the true 
And then, with a little Dexterity in ſaving 
rene and im throwing themſelves in the 
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Way of vacant Pariſhes, .it has not been difficult 
for theſe Adventurers to recommend themſelves 
in ſuch a Manner as to procure a Settlement; where 
the Congregations have otherwiſe been at a Loſs, 
for Want of an AmericanBpilcapate, to aUraiat a 
Supply. 1 4 

The Canmentator well, Knows tbe: is: vii 
himſelf of every Advantage. For aas ſoon as, by 
the Efficacy of a falſe Quotation, he has forced 
the Archbiſhop. to fay What he never intended, he 
makes the following Uſe of it: I tbis for the 
Honour of the Society which: ſends them? Here 
greatly. does ibis Repreſentation: detra from the 
Credibility of thoſe Accounts thy give. from Time 
to Time of the Succeſs of their: Labors in our Plan- 
tations; which depend, in a great Meaſure, on the * 
Heraciiy of Men of theſe wretthed Charatters ? 
Thus he aſſumes for Fact an evident Falſehood, 
which has no Foundation in the Letter to Mr. 
WalrolE; namely, that the Repreſentation was 
deſigned for the [Society's Miſſionaries. The Au- 
thor of the Letter ſpeaks of ſuch Clergymen as 
go from England to the Colonies; and the Author 
of the Commentary applies what is. ſaid of them, 
to thoſe that are ſent thither; while it is notorious, 
that what is true of the former, not po 
to the latter. 

As to the Society? 8 Miſſionaries. they bove.novtes 
amounted to more than a fourth Part of the Ame- 
rican Clergy. They have been generally the 
Natives of America, regularly educated in our 
Colleges, recommended to the Society by the 
People among whom they were bred, and appoint- 
ed Miſſionaries on the particular and earneſt Re- 
queſt of the Congregations to which they have been 
ſent, Of theſe it may be aſſerted, that but 

few 


. 
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few have been exceptionable in Point of Character 
or Behavior. But the Number of ſuch Candidates 
for the Miſſions has ſometimes fallen conſiderably 
ſhort of the Number that has been wanted; and 
the Want has been increaſed by the Loſs of Lives 
in the Voyage to England: And, in ſuch Caſes, 
the Society has been requeſted to provide Mifſi- 
onaries at home, and to fend them over. In the 
Execution of this Truſt, Care has been taken to 
make all due Inquiry into the Characters of Clergy- 
men, before they were employed; the beſt that 
could be procured have always been ſent, on ſuch 
Occaſions: Some of theſe have been eminent for 
their Piety, Prudence and Abilities ; while not 


many of them have proved unworthy of the Em- 


yment. By this Time, I hope, it appears, 
that the Archbiſhop's Repreſentation detracts not 
from the Credibility of the Accounts tranſmitted by 
the Miſſionaries, as, in N it is no Reflexion 
3 Veracityxy. 

The Commentator next pwwobede to divert bink 


7 felf with attempting to prove, that Biſhops /ent 


to America, would be liable to the ſame Objections 
that have been made- againſt the Clergy” that have 
Lone thither. But what he offers is ſo weak, and 
glaringly:abſurd, that there is no Danger of its 
miſleading the weakeſt of his Readers. I ſhall 
therefore paſs it by; und take Notice © ohly of the 


tudicrous Epithet he introduces in this Place, and 


after wards repeatedly applies to the moſt venerable 


Society at this Day in the Chriſtian World Tut 
SOCIETY 'FOR THE PROPAGATION OF THE GOSPEL 
-1NPORETON: PARTS. This Society is entitled by 


him, uniting the Powers of Mit with the Force 

of Criticiſm, the Propagdting Society; in Order to 

eee Reſpect for it in the Minds of his 
* Adherents. 
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Adherents. By this beautiful Figure, an Author 
that ſtudies to propagate Truth without Fiction, 
Reaſoning without Sophiſtry, and genuine Criticiſin 
without any Mixture of the ſpurious, may be called 
a propagating Writer: And, with an Application 
more exactly parallel, Sr. Paur, Who took more 
Pains, and was more ſucceſsful, than any other 
Apoſtle, in the Propagation of the Goſpel in foreign 
Parts, may be called the propagating Apoſile ; 
eſpecially as, for the better Promotion of this 
general Deſign, he thought it neceſſary to provide 
an Epiſcopate for the Relief of diſtant Churches, 


that Elders might be ordained in every City, without 


the Danger and Expence of a long Voyage, or 
Journey, to obtain holy Orders. | 

One of | the bleſſed Effects, ſays the Commentator, 
of the Reformation propoſed dy bis Grace (in my 
Opinion the principal one in his Eſtimation) was the 
Con verſion of the Diſſenters. "Accordingly, he ftrains 
every Nerve to-magnify the Advantages of this Event 
to the Public, in a political View, p. 22. That the 
Converſion of the Diſſenters to the Church of 
England was propoſed, by his Gruce, as the principal 
Effect of an American Epiſcopate, there is not the 
leaſt Evidence in this Letter, nor any where elſe. 
The Scheme itſelf has no Relation, or Reference, 
to the Diſſenters, otherwiſe than to oblige them; 
and the whole Letter is founded on the Suppoſition 
that ĩt has none. Indeed in one Place the Archbiſhop 
takes Notice, but without any Straining of Nerves, 
that an Epiſcopate in the Colonies might produce 
this Effect in ſome particular Inſtances. If, ſays 
he, by reforming them (the American Clergy) 
and introducing better Order into the Churches 
Jof our Communion, more of the Inbabitants 
(probably, but not neceſſarily, meaning the Di/- 
: | NWA . | | ſenters ) 
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ſenters) * ſhould come over to it, as they as 
c will, this would be a farther public Benefit.” 
Alchough he ſuppoſes. that Inſtances of this Kind 
might ſometimes happen, and iss of Opinion, as 
every one muſt be who conſiders the Caſe in a 
political Light, that ſuch Inſtences would be an 
Advantage, rather than a Diſad vantage, to the 
Public; yet he neither ſays, nor diſcovers, that this 
was ever propoſed by him as an Object.” At the 
very moſt, nothing is deſigned or expected to be 
done towards the Converſion of the Diſſenters, under 
an American Epiſcopate, as far as can be collected 
from this Paſſage, or from any Part of the Letter, 
but by making our Communion appear to them 
more deſirable than it does under its. preſent 
Diſadvantages; by the Reformation of our Clergy, 
and the Introduction of ren Order into our 
Churches. 

But few Men ae had a greater Eftecm fot 
the Body of the Diſſenters, or have performed more 
Acts of Friendſhip. to. them, publſickly and pri- 
vately, or have ſhewn a ſtronger Averſion to any 
Encroachments on their Liberties, than the late 
excellent Archbiſnop; for which he has notwith- 
ſtanding, met with but indifferent Returns from 
ſome of them. He thought them juſtly entitled 
to all the Liberty granted them under the preſent 
mild Eſtabliſnment, and was diſpoſed rather to 
increaſe than abridge ita Hè was Kind and obliging 
towards them himfeifg:and hes DUE eue the 
like Temper and. Conduct to others. 

Had there been no other Evidence of) | his Bene- 
volence to the Diffenters in general, it might be 
argued 4 fortiori, from the Mildneſs and Candour 
that appear in his Directions to the Clergy of his 
1 relating to their Behavior towards the 


„ 5 
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Methodiſts ; who; although they are not called 


Diſſenters, yet fome of them are commonly con- 
ſidered as more obnoxious thad the — gs — 


avowed Enemies. In n this Set of Wien, 
he puts the moſt favorable Conſtruction on their 
Actions, and allows them the Honour of having 
many good Qualities. What he” ſays" of them, 
diſcovers ſo much of the amiable and adtnirable 
Spirit of genuine Chriſtianity, that 1 radu Lars, 
bear tranſcribing the following Paragraph. So 

elt would not only be injurious, ſays bis; but 
profane, to brand, with an approbrious Name, 
4 Chriſtians remarkably ſerious, -meerly for being' 
«ſuch ; and equally imprudent to diſclaim them 
« as not belonging to us, to let a Sect gain the 
Credit of them, and labour to drive them into 
dit. Surely we ſhould take, even were they 
* wavering, or actually gone from us, the moſt 
« reſpectful and perſuaſive Means of recalling 
„ ſuch, and fixing them with us. Nay, ſuppoſing 
© any Perſons irrecoverably gone, we ſhould not 
« be haſty to condemn, even in our Thoughts, 
either them or their Party, as Enthuſiafts or 
Hypocrites: ¶balſoever they are, it maketh no 
Malter to us (Gal. xi. 6.) And much leſs ought 
ve to ſay of either worſe than we are ſure they de- 
e ſerve. When we are undoubtedly well informed of 
< any extravagant Things, which they have aſſerted 
or done, it may be uſefulto ſpeak ſtrongly of them; 
e but not with Anger and Exaggeration; which 
will only give them a Handle to cenſure our 

* Uncharitableneſs, 


I 


22 - : _ — 
x „ 28 8 
W 3 4 yy au _ 5 
: * * + AL "FF: OI” EY SY _ 12 
* 9 * - & ; 
; 5 — , 2 8 
>” . ——ñ — . CIITA . — — 


4 
* 1 
— —— 2 —ę— 


Em. 
— — 


26 A Free Examination 


Uncharitableneſs, and confute us; but with deep 
« Cancern,. that when ſo few Perſons expreſs any 
ce Zeal. for the Goſpel, ſo many of thoſe who do, 
run into Extremes, that hurt its Intereſts. Nor 
* will Ridicule become our Character, or ſerve our 
Cauſe better than Invective. It may, pleaſe thoſe 


very highly, who are in no Danger of being 
proſelyted by them, But what ſhall, we get by 
that ? Perſons negligent will at the ſame Time 


<< be, confirmed in their Negligence, 5 and think, 
< that all they have need to avoid is being righ- 


e tegus over - much. Tender Minds will be grieved 


and wounded. by ſuch ill- placed Levity; and 
t crafty. Declaimers will rail at us with Succeſs, 
eas Scoffers, denying. the Power af . Godjineſs, But 
if we let fall any light Expreſſions, that can be 
c yreſted into a ſeeming Diſteſpect to any Scripture 
Doctrine or Phraſe, we-ſhall give our Adverſaries 
d unſpeakable, Advantages: and they have ſhewn, 
d that they will uſe. them Without Mercy or Equity. 
Therefore we muſt guard every Word that we 
Hutter, againſt Miſrepreſentatigns : Be ſure to 
expreſs, in public and private, our firm Belief 
of whatever evangelical Truths border upon 
their Miſtakes: And certainly be as vigilant over 
our; Behaviour, as our Teaching: Encqurage no 
, Violence, no Rugeneſs towards them; but re- 
& commend; ourſelves to them by our Mildneſs, our 
* Seriquſneſs, our Diligence: Honour thoſe who 
Hare truly devout and virtuous amongſt. them, 
g much more on that Account, than we blame 
them for being injudicious, and hard to pleaſe: 
And be full as ready to acknowledge the Good 
they may have done, as to complain of the 
Harm: Yet, beware, and counſel others to be- 
are, of being drawn; by Eſteem of their Piety, 
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« into reliſhing their Singularities, and patronifing 
«© their Schiſn. - age ren _ 
As a farther Proof of the late Archbiſhop's 
Candour and good Temper towards the Diſſenters, 
we are referred (by the Writer of his Life, p. 45) 
to one of his Letters to the late Dr. LaRDNER, pre- 
ſerved in the Memoirs of that worthy and learned 
Diſſenter. In the ſame Memoirs is another Letter 


to Dr. LaRDbNER, written by him when Biſhop of 


Oxford, in 1737, in which he ſays to him: 1 
« am ſure, there is great Need of doing ever 
« Thing that can be done to promote Seriouſne 
and Midneſs amongſt Men. The Number of 
religious Perſons is dreadfully leſſened, and thoſe 


ho remain are very far from preſerving a due 


Moderation and Charity one towards another. I 
« am very ſorry for the Faults of this Kind, which 


de of the Eſtabliſhment fall into; and too man 


f you, I fear, are not leſs faulty; though I do 
not take the Spirit of ſome Papers, to be the 
Spirit of the Diſſenters.“ a 

Wick Regard to the Diſſenters in America, his 
whole Conduct breathed the ſame generous, bene- 
volent and candid Diſpoſition towards them. His 
Anſwer to Dr. Maynew is full of it. The Doctor 
himſelf confeſſed, that, in ſome Parts of it, he 
ſhewed the amiable Spirit of Chriſtianity in an 
« advantageous Light.” His Grace often adviſed 
the Society's Miſſionaries, in his Cofiverſation with 
them before they came over, and in Letters afcer- 
wards, not to moleſt People of the different De- 
nominations in the quiet Enjoyment of their Prin- 
ciples, i unleſs their own Defence ſhould require it. 
And he was careful, in ſpeaking of the propoſed 
eee eee 

See his Graces Volume of Charges. p. 280. 
+ Memoirs of Dr. LaR DN ER. p. 66. 
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Rpiſcopare, to ſhew: that it ought not, and that it 
was never deſigned, to interfere with the Diſſenters; 
and that ſuch an Effect was not to be expected on 
one Side, nor dreaded on the other. Thus, in one 
of his Letters to an American Clergyman, dated 


Sept. 27, 1758, he ſays of this Epiſcopate: „ That 


by $$ nothing was ever intended, at which Chriſtians. 
* of any Denomination have Cauſe to be alarmed; 


«6 but merely a-Proviſion, that thoſe of-our Com- 


*. munion in the Colonies might have: that com- 
« plete and eaſy Exerciſe of every Branch of their 
& 3 which others there have, and would 
« complain bitterly if they had not; and ought 
therefore, from the Love which they profeſs for 
© univerſal harmleſs Liberty, not only to conſent 


| 60 that our People ſhould have but join to pro- 


eure it for them”. And in another Paſſage of 
< the ſame Letter, he ſays: © We. are for ſending 
« Perſons of our own Order into America, not to 
« claim the leaſt Juriſdiction . over them (the 
Diſſenters) „but merely to ordain Miniſters for 
«epiſcopal Congregations, without the Trouble, 
« Expence and Hazard of a Voyage to England; 

A Burthen, to which if they were ſubjected, they 
< would think it inſupportable; to confirm from 
« Time to Time the Youth of thoſe Congregations; 
o a Practice which, rightly or wrongly, we hold 
in high Eſteem : And to exerciſe ſuch Diſcipline 
4 9 as they exerciſe by ordained Preſbyters or 
« Lay EIders; which Diſcipline of ours would no 


more hurt them, than theirs hurts us.” And he 


adviſes the Clergy to be · careful not to give them 

* unneceſſary Offence in any Thing; but in every 
hing to oblige them; as far as there is Room 
for, it, without betraying the Doctrines, the 
+ Intereſts, or the Hogaur of our. SP 5 
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But to return to the Letter to Mr. War oLE. 

After what was laſt quoted, about the public Benefit 
of a farther Conformity of the Americans, the late 
Arehbiſhop proceeds to ſay: “ For Members of 
„ the Church of England will think themſelves 
more connected with England, than others. And 
ſuppoſing them not to be Jacobites, their 
„ Acknowledgement of the King's Supremacy 
4 will incline them to be dutifuller Subjects than 
« the Diſſenters, who do not acknowledge it.“ As 
to American Facobites, I muſt here obſerve, that 
his Grace ſeems to have imagined their Number to 
be greater than it really is or ever has been. In the 
Colonies to the Northward of Maryland, with 
which alone I am generally acquainted, there is 
Reaſon to believe, that there is not a ſingle Jacobite 
among the epiſcopal Clergy, and not more than 
one in Ten Thouſand among the Epiſcopal Laity, 
that is reputed to be ſo, or that has been reproached 
with this Epithet. And I can with Pleaſure alſo 
declare, that I know of none among the Diſſenters, 
whether Clergy or Laity, who have manifeſted the 
leaſt Affection for the Pretender, or his Cauſe. So 
that there is not ſo much Jacobiliſm among us as 
his Grace ſeems to have imagined, to prevent the 
natural Operation of our religious Principles. 

But that the E piſcopalians in the Colonies are 
more connected with England than the Diſſenters 
are, is a Matter which the , Commentator diſputes. 
He aſks : Have then the non-conforming Coloniſts no 
Diſſenting. Brethren, no Kindred, no commercial 
Intereſts, no King in England? Have they . leſs 
Connection, or fewer Attachments to England, on 
theſe and other Accounts, than the Conformiſts them- 
ſelves ? p. 22. The Anſwer to this Queſtion is 
obvious. With Regard to Commercial Intereſts 

0 * and 
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and Family Connections in England, the non- oon- 
forming Coloniſts are probably on much the ſame 
Footing with their Conforming Neighbours. But 
the latter are under a ſtrong Connection with 
England, that is peculiar to themſelves, ariſing from 
the Ties of the ſame common Religion. How 
much ſoever the Diſſenters here may be connected 
with England in ſome Reſpects, they are evidently 
not connected by religious Ties; ſince the national 
Religion, and their Religion, are Two different 
Things. But our Religion is the very ſame with 
the Religion of the Nation; we worſhip God in 
the Uſe of the ſame Liturgy that is eſtabliſhed at 
home; and all Eccleſiaſtical Offices are performed 
among us, by Virtue of Powers received from, 
and ſubject to the controul of, the national Church. 
Ide Diſſenters here are connected with England, 
as Subjects of its Civil Authority, although this is 
not granted by ſome of them; but the Members of 
the Church are connected with England, as Subjects 
both of its Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Authority: 
And, whether a Connection with 50h Parts of the 
Conſtitution of England be not more, than a 

Connection only with one Part, let any one judge. 


The Members of the Church in the Colonies | 


are likewiſe more connected with England than the 
Diſſenters, becauſe they are more connected with 
the Head of that political Body. They are more 
intereſted in the King, and more cloſely conneRed 
with him, becauſe they acknowledge and ſubmit - 
to his Supremacy in Eccleſiaſtical Matters, which 
the Diſſenters do not. But, ſays the Commentator: 
I am canfident this is 2 mere malevolent Miſrepreſen- 
tation (1 here uſe his own elegant Alliteration) and 
that there is not one Diſſenter in the Colonies, who 
denies the King to be his. ſupreme Governor. Reg 
ut 
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But does he declare this in the Senſe which the 
Controverſy requires? If he does not, he ſays 
nothing to the Purpoſe. If he does; then I will 
venture to return him ſome of his own Language, in 
which he very 111 of one of the moſt 


reſpectable Prelates of the Age. F ibis had been 
inſinuated by a leſs venerable Chara#ter than that of a 
Critical. CoMMENTATOR, T ſhould have been 
tempted to ſay, that the Man muſt either be contemptible 


for his Ignorance, or of an abandoned Aſſurance, 


who ſhould venture ſuch a Suggeſtion among thoſe who 
know' the Truth of the Caſe. (See his 23d Page). 
The Diſſenters do not, and cannot, conſiſtently 
with their Principles, hold the Doctrine of the 
King's Supremacy, in the Senſe wherein it is 
acknowledged by the Church of England. They 
diſown all eceleſiaſtical Connection with the King, 
and conſider his Claim of Supremacy over the 
Church as unwarrantable, and an Uſurpation upon 
the Supremacy of CuRISr. If therefore they ſtill 
have any Connection of this Sort with the King, 
it is altogether involuntary on their Part, and ſuch 
conſequently as will never make them dutifuller 
Subjects, than if it had no Exiſtence,” | 

The Letter to Mr. Wart pol goes on to con- 
ſider : Whether the Danger of enereaſing Church 
Power by Means of ſuch an Eſtabliſhment, be 
not a ſufficient Objection againſt it?“ And here 
the: Writer of it juſtly obſerves, that no new 
Powers will be introduced into the Colonies, by 
ſuch-an Epiſcopate as is propoſed; but thoſe: of 
Confirmation and Ordination; which evidently can 
injure no Body. As to the* Authority which the 
Biſhops will have over their own Clergy, it will be 
ſuch as has formerly been exerciſed in the Colonies 
by the Biſhop of London's Commiſſaries, and ſuch. 

WW 
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as would probably be exerciſed again by them, in 
Caſe the Scheme for an Epiſcopate ſhould fail: And, | 
that theſe ſame Commiſſaries have both enjoyed and 
exerciſed pretended Powers of Juriſdiction, hi ighly 
injurious and oppreſſive to the Inhabitants, as the 
Commentator tells us, p. 27, I have never before 
heard. No Power can be oppreſſive to thoſe upon 
whom it does not operate; but the Power. of the 
late Commiſſaries was confined, in its Operation, 

to the Epiſcopal Clergy only; and conſequently 
none but the epiſcopal Clergy could be injured by 
it“. This Power, in the Nature of the Thing, 

muſt have been altogether harmleſs, with Reſpect 
to the Laity of our own Church, and the Members 
of all other Churches; and why it will not be as 
harmleſs in the Hands of out future Biſhops, under 
thoſe Limitations which the Plan ſpecifies, as inthe 


Hands of Commiſſaries, will be impoſſible” to 


ſhew. In ſhort, the Epiſcopate in Queſtion, unleſ; 
it ſhould be altered into a different T hing, and 
become an Epiſcopate that is out of the Queſtion, 
never can injure the Liberty or Property of the 
Diſſenters, or of any other Set of People, in any 
Reſpect ; nor does the * before us ne 
to prove that i it can. 

But the Objection "EIS that this Epiſcopate 
may be altered into one that is oppreſſive. Yet the 
greateſt Danger of ſuch an Alteration that has 
ever been pointed out, amounts to no more than a 
bare Poſſibility; and this may be objected againſt 
the ſafeſt and moſt uſeful Inſtitutions or Practices 
that human Wiſdom can ſuggeſt. It is paſſible that 
the-mildeſt Species of Monarchy, however limited 
and guarded, my: degenerate into an abſolute 

Tyranny. 


* Forthe Nature of che Power granted to the American 
Commiſſaries, ſee Biſhop SnerLOCK's Memorial, in the 


Appendix. 
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Tyranny. It is more than poſſible that the Li- 
berty of the Preſs, or any other Species of Liberty, 
may, in ſome Inſtances, degenerate into intolerable 
Licentiouſneſs, inconſiſtent with the Safety of So- 
ciety. But this, I hope, will not be allowed to 
juſtify an Oppoſition to the preſent Monarchy of 
England, nor to the preſent Liberties of Engliſh- 
men; nor can it juſtify an Oppoſition to that reli» 
gious Liberty, which is claimed as a Right by the 
Epiſcopalians in Ameri qa. g 

One of the warmeſt, and perhaps the 5 
of our Oppoſers, has © readily owned, that the 
« Apprehenſions of what may poſſibly or probably | 
ebe the Conſequences of Biſhops being ſent hither, 
* 0ught not to put Men on infringing the religious 
« Liberties of their Fellow-Subjects, and Chriſtian 
“ Brethren.”* The late Archbiſhop was willing 
to allow the utmolt that our Adverſaries can prove, 
namely, that no one can abſolutely engage, that 
no additional Powers will be ever given toAmeri- 
can Biſhops. This is, and muſt be, undoubtedly 
the Caſe; and, to require a Security, which in the 
Nature of Things is impoſſible to be given, is very 
unreaſonable----eſpecially when it is conſidered, 
that there can be but little Danger without it. 

Such Security as the Caſe will admit of, we wiſh 
may be given, If any can point out in what Way 
our Scheme can be ſo guarded, as to be rendered 
more ſafe than it is, let them make the Diſcovery. 
This, if done with tolerable Decency and good 
Temper, would not offend, but oblige us, from 
whatever Quarter it may come. The Advocates 
for an American Epiſcopate are ſincere and candid 
in their Propoſal, as there is the moſt unqueſtion- 


* See Dr. Marnzw's Second Defence, p. 69. 
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able Evidence for believing; they aim at no more 
than they pretend; and, conſidering the State and 
Diſpoſition of the Colonies, they do not conceive 
that the Intereſts of the Church would be pro- 
moted by an Epiſcopate, on a Plan materially 
different from that which they have preſented to 


the Public. They are as deſirous that it may be 


inoffenſive to all Parties, as others can be not to 
ſuffer by it. I am perſuaded that theſe are the 
Sentiments of the Friends of the Epiſcopate in 
general. | 
But without any extraordinary Precautions, there 
appears to me no Probability, that an Epiſcopate, 
once eſtabliſned in the Manner that is propoſed, will 
ever acquire ſuch a Juriſdiction as will be oppreſ- 
five to the Coloniſts. The Members of the Church 
here are as fond of their Liberties as other People, 
and would even join with the Diſſenters in oppoſ- 
ing the Encroachments of epiſcopal Power, ſhould 


there be any Occaſion for it. At home, there ap- 


pears no Diſpoſition to favor the Increaſe of Power 
in the Hands of the Church, in any Part of the 
Britiſh Dominions. There can be no greater Secu- 
rity to any Privileges or Rights, than that the 
general Sentiments and Diſpoſition of all Parties 
are known to favor them. If therefore the Diſ- 
ſenters had, the Prudence to ſignify their Conſent 
to the Epiſcopate propoſed, which, they know can- 
not hurt them, it might be the ſooner eſtabliſhed ; 
and the 1 ſtabliſhment of ſuch an Epiſcopate would 
be an additional Security againſt the Impoſition of 
any other Epiſcopate upon the American Colonies. 
For when. a Plan of Government, whether civil 
or eccleſiaſtical, has once been put in Execution, 
with the Conſent and Approbation of all Parties, 


every 
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every Day will render an Alteration vs i more vet 
more difficult. T 

The ſame Kind of Reaſoning th! is here _ 
poſed to our Epiſcopate, might have been uſed, 
as the Letter to Mr. WAL OLE obſerves, at the 
Time of the Revolution,” againſt the Foleration 
propoſed for the Diſſenters. For it might with 
equal Propriety have been argued, that none 
« could undertaketo promiſe, that when that Point 
< was once ſettled, nothing farther, nothing hurt- 
ful to the eſtabliſhed Church, ſnould ever be 

« propoſed and preſſed on the Government” in 
their Behalf. In that Caſe our Oppoſers are wil- 
ling to confeſs the Weakneſs of the Argument; 
and in Point of eng ey ought: not to —— 
it in this. 

But, replies the — of the cane the 
Caſes are widely different.” ' Whatever is prefſed upon 
Government in Favour of the Diſſenters will always 
be ſubject to the Controll of Parliament. N. hereas 
his Grace tells us: There ſeems no Neceſſity that 
this Affair (ef eſtabliſping American Biſhops) 
„ ſhould ever come into Parliament.“ Crit. Com. 
p.28. If Subjection to the Controll of Parlia- 
ment be thought to create a reaſonable Security, 
then let the American Epiſcopate be ſubject 
to the Controll of Parliament. To this the 
Friends of the Deſign have no particular Aver- 
ſion, if its Adverſaries will content to it: But 
hitherto the latter have pretended to fear the Inter- 
Poſition of W 1 — in this Eſta - 

6 OY bliſnment. 


t * When the Thing eſtabliſhed, be it what it will, kat 
received the Sanction of public Authority, neither Num- 
* bers, nor the reſpectable Characters of er who diſap- 
prove it, can eaſily procure a Reform.“ 

Dr. Furneaux's Letters to Dr. Blackſtone, p. 50. Dub. Edi. 
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bliſhment . There is indeed no Neceſſity that the 
Affair ſhould come into Parliament, if it is to 

oceed on the Plan which the Biſhops and Clergy 
— * becauſe it is to receive no Aid or 
Support from Parliament. We wiſh however that 
it may be brought into Parliament / far, and 
only ſo far, as to be honored with che Conſent and 
Approbation of each Branch of the legiſlative Au- 
thority. But before an Epiſcopate can be eſta- 
bliſhed, or the propoſed Epiſcopate can be altered, 


in ſuch a Manner as to affect the Rights of the 


Coloniſts, it muſt come before the Parliament; 
for nothing l/s, I will venture to affirm, than the 
Interpoſition of Parliament, can arm it with a 
Force that will be regarded by the Americans in 
general. In either Way therefore the Diſſenters 
are ſafe... If it comes not into Parliament it will 
never be able to hurt them: If it be made ſubject 
to the Controll of Parliament, this, in the Com- 
mentator's Opinion, will alſo be a reaſonable Secu- 
rity. At leaſt, the Objection againſt it will be no 
better, than it would have been, if applied to the 
Toleration propoſed for the Diſſenters, when that 

e Ton Ted | £1014 Scheme. 


2 *. The Preſbyterians and Independents in thoſe Parts 
(the Colonies) apprehend, that if Biſhops are ſettled among 


ee them by the State, it will deſtroy that Equality which ſub- 


« fiſts, and which they are willing ſhould ſubſiſt, between 
«© themſelves and the Epiſcopalians ; and will give the latter 
& a Superiority to all other Denominations. They have no 
« Objections to the Epiſcopalians procuring themſelves 
40 Biſhops, or Perſons inveſted: with a /piritual Power of or- 
% daining, confirming, and ſuperintending (as Dr. Chauncy 
« of Boſton, in his Controverſy with Dr. T. B. Chandler 
«© expreſsly aſſerts) provided they will be contented to ſtand 
% upon the Foot, upon which they themſelves ftand, of Per- 
© miſon and Protection, not of Authority; of Toleration, not 
of a State-Eftabliſbment.” See Dr. Furneauxs Letters, 
4 p. 111, in the Vet... b 
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Scheme was under the Conſideration of Govern- 
ment. If it did not, and ought not to, operate 
againſt the Toleration of the Diſſenters at home 
under a national Eſtabliſhment, why ſhould it 
operate againſt the Toleration of the Church of 
England in the Colonies, where it cannot inter- 
fere with any Eſtabliſhment ? I ſay, the Toleration 
of the Church of England in the Colonies: For, 
whatever our Adverſaries may pretend, it is only 
ſuch a Toleration of our Church here, as the Diſſen- 
ters have in England, that it is the Object in View. 
Whether our Biſhops fhall be appointed by the 
Crown, or by others with the Conſent of the Crown, 
we muſt ſuppoſe that they will be ſuch Perſons 
e as the Crown can beſt confide in,“ as the Arch- 
biſhop obſerves. From hence the Commentator 
infers, that the Crown will have an Intereſt in theſe 
Biſhops, diftinft from tbe Intereſt of the Public: Ib. 
Would he have the Crown then appoint, or conſent 
to the Appointment of, ſuch Biſnops as it cannot 
confide in? Or would he have them appointed, 
without the Conſent of the Crown ? In the Ap- 
pointment of other Officers, of all Kinds, does not 
the Crown aim at chooſing ſuch Perſons as are 
worthy of its Confidence? And has the Crown 
therefore an Intereſt in ſuch Perſons, © diſtin: from 
the Interęſt of the Public? Such an Objection can 
be made, with no Propriety, but by a true and 
thorough-paced Republican. - © 1 
He proceeds, in the like Strain, to argue, that 
ſhould it appear in Proceſs of Time that the limited 
Powers with which theſe Biſhops ſhould be ſent out at 
rſt, would be inſufficient for the political Purpoſes 
of the Crown---they would be immediately enlarged. 
Ib. But whether this future Enlargement of the 
original Power of American Biſhops be ſuppoſed 
. . to 
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to be made by the Crown, or the Parliament, the 
Caſe has been already ſhewn to be ſafe. For the 


Crowin can grant no eccleſiaſtical Power, to which 


the Americans will think themfelves bound to 
ſubmit; or to which their Submiſſion can be forced 
without the Aſſiſtance of Parliament; and, ac- 
cording to the Principles of this Writer, the Par- 
liament will grant none, and for the ſame Reaſon 
will ſupport none granted by the Crown, which is 
inconſiſtent with the Safety of the People. But it 
is more material to obſerve, that ſuch an Enlarge- 
ment of epiſcopal -Power in America as is here 
ed, would be as offenſive to the Members 
f the Church, as to the Diſſenters themſelves ; 
and it is inconceivable” that ſuch a Step can be 
taken, from any Motives of Policy, when it is 
known that it will naturally and neceſſarily offend 
the whole. _—_ of Americans, of egy Deno- 
mination:? .” 
10 Pretences, however, tor fork. an Enlargement of 
Power, we are told, will not be wanting; they 
will be furniſbed by the Biſhops at home, who are, 
ſays the Commentator---the oV Solicitors of the 
Projett tbat the Letter points out. Ib. See here, 
indignant Reader, à Specimen of the Honor, the 
Integrity, the Veracity of he Man] A Writer 
perhaps may be pardonable in the Uſe of a little 
Sophiſtry, in certain Circumſtances of Perplexity 
and Embarraſsment ; but when he deſcends to 
downright notorious Falſehood, he has an abandoned 
Aſſurance, and I think him intolerable. The Letter, 
in a Paragraph which this Writer has repeatedly 
quoted from, exprefsly fays (in p. 9,). * If Biſhops, 
as ſuch, muſt of Courſe be deemed partial, the 
Society for propagating the Goſpel conſiſts partly 
2 alſo of inferior Clergymen, partly too of Lay- 
* men. 
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< men; Now. the laſt cannot ſo well be ſuſpected 
« of deligning to advance eccleſiaſtical Authority. 
« Yet this whole Body of Men, almoſt ever ſince 
“it was in Being, hath been making repeated Ap- 
» plication,” (i, e. without a Poſſibility of miſta- 
king the Expreſſion, have been Soficitors). e for 
« American Biſhops; nor have the Lay Part of 
e jt ever refuſed to concur, with them.“! 
But what are the Pretences, which the Biſhops 
at home will furniſh, for increaſing the Power of 
their Brethren in the Colonies? Why: That it 


would be a, Diſparagement of the Order, to have 


Biſbops in any Parts of, his | Majeſty's Dominions, 
veſted with leſs Power than the Biſhops of the Mo- 
ther Country.---T hat it belongs to the Nature of epiſ- 
copal Churches that their Biſhops ſhould have full 
Power to ,correi?# the Tranſgreſſions as well of the 
Laity as the Clergy; and that without theſe Powers 
in the Biſbops, the Conforming Coloniſts would not 
have. the full Exerciſe of, their Religion. Ib. But 
theſe Pretences, ſuppoſing them to be juſt, are 
ſtranger Reaſons againſt the Appointment of; ſuch 
an Epiſcopate; than they will be againſt its Conti- 
nuance, after it has been appointed and ſettled for 
any conſiderable Time: And, that the Biſhops 
diſregard them as being of no Weight now, affords 
a reaſonable Preſumption, that neither they, nor 
their Succeſſors, will inſiſt upon them hereafter. 
But ſhould they think fit to urge them on any fu- 
ture Occaſion, it willi ſtill depend on the Govern- 
ment to ſay, Whether Pretences of this Kind ſnall 
be admitted as ſufficient to juſtify the Alteration of 
a ſettled, Eſtabliſnment, when Millions would 
think themſelves injured by it, and only a fe In- 
dividuals would be gratifie. 2647 


10 
That 
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That the Deſign of ſending Biſhops to America 
is friendly. to Liberty, on all Sides, is evident from 
an Inſpection of the Plan, on which alone it is 
propoſed that ſhall be eſtabliſhed. The ſame 

might alſo be infered from the known Character 

of its molt active Promoters, namely, ſuch of the 
Engliſh Biſhops “ both dead and living“, from the 
Revolution to this Day, as are, and have been, the 
greateſt Advocates for Liberty, whether Civil of 
be and, who “ have always been applaud- 
* ed by one Party, and cenſured by the other, fot 
„ their Moderation”, to uſe the Words of the 
Letter. The Public is well acquainted with this 
. Fact, by Details that have 1 
y publiſned; and the Preſumption is natural and 
well grounded, that any Scheme muſt be favou- 
rable to Liberty, when its warmeſt Advocates are 
known to be the moſt approved Patrons of Liberty, 

The Commentator does not deny, nor attempt to 
weaken the Force of this Obſervation ; but he pre- 
tends that the late Archbiſhop was an impropet 
| Perſon to talk of Moderation, as it is a Quality of 
which he was diſtitute himſelf, I am not ſurpeif- 
ed to ſee a groundleſs and falſe Infinuation ſo quick- 
ly ſucceeding a falſe Aſſertion; but what ſurpriſes 
me is to ſee the Inſtance. ſo badly choſen, That 


_  Mildneſs, Candour and Moderation were, at all 


Times, the inſeparable and ſhining Parts, of his 
Grace's Character, needs not to be repeated; it is 
as unqueſtionable and well known a Fact, as that 
he was once Biſnop of Oxford. It has been con- 
feſſed by all Denominations of Men in the Britiſh 
Dominions, and celebrated in all the Proteſtant 
Nations in Europe. His Life from firſt to laſt 
was a ſtanding, invariable Proof of it; and the 
only Evidence, to which we are referred, in Sup- 

port 
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of an Inſinuation ſo ungrateful and malicious, 

is a Sentence in the Archbiſhop's Latin Oration, 

which was intended to be rank in the Fro. 
vincial dynod of his Clergy, in 176m. 

In this Oratio Synodalis the Archbilliops * : 
« Semper enitendum eſt ut antique Ręgiminis non 
« modo retineamus Formam, ſed et Vim inſtauremus:“ 
That is, we muſt endeavour, not only to preſerve the 
Form, but to recover the Vigour and Spirit of this 
ancient Government, But it is ſufficient to obſerve 
here, that by the 41n7iqui Regiminis Forma, the an- 
cient Coverument, ſpoken » 7 in this Paſſage, was 
meant only the conſtitutional Authority of the 
Convecation, which is particularly deſcribed in the 
ſame Addreſs*. And while he wiſhes to the Con- 
vocation a Reſtoration of its ancient Authority, he 
aſſigns the moſt candid Reaſons for the preſent 
Want of it; taking Occaſion in the Courſe of his 
Charge, freely to declare his Abhorrence of all 
former Abuſes of eccleſiaſtical Power, hein 776 
Convocation or otherwiſe. 

However, ſuppoſing the Archbiſhop to have 
ſpoken of Church Government at large, in the 
Paſſage before us : yet to infer from it, as the Com- 
mentator does in p. 31, that he wiſhed for the Re- 
ſtoration of a Power to correct Heritics, Schiſmatics, 
and Diſſenters, with the wholeſome Severities ef 
Whips, Pillories, , Fines and Impriſonment, (which 
was no Part of the moſt ancient eccleſiaſtical Go- 
vernment) is to put upon it a forced and ill-natured 
Conſtruction, without any Countenance from the 
Words of the Sentence, and which is inconſiſtent 
with every Part of the Oration, as well as with 
every Thing that appears to have been written, 
ſaid, or done by him, in the Courſe of his Life. 


F And 
See his Grace s Vol. of Charges. p. 374, 375. 
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And the Application of it to the propoſed Epiſco- 


pate, is as forced and unnatural as the Conſtruction 
itſelf. For if his Grace can be ſuppoſed to have 
imagined, that ſuch an eccleſiaſtical Authority, as 
was eſtabliſhed and exerciſed in the worſt Times of 
Popery, was deſireable and practicable in England; 
yet he was too well acquainted with the Tem- 
r and Principles of the Coloniſts not to know, 
that the Eſtabliſhment of ſuch a Power in America 
would neceffarily defeat its own End, and that the 
Deſtruction of the Church here would ſoon follow 
It, = 34 
* The groſs Calumnies and meer malevolent miſre- 
preſentations, with which the Commentator endea- 
vours to injure the Memory of a benevolent and 
venerable Prelate, have been zealouſly circulated 
amongſt the Americans, in the Manner that has 
been already mentioned: Some of them have alſo 
been retailed in Pamphlets and News- Papers, with 
Additions and Improvements. In this Buſineſs of 


| Defamation, which ſome People have a Kind of 
Right to purſue, there are others who cannot en- 
gage with any Propriety. ' This is the Caſe of all 


ſuch as are capable of a nobler and better Employ- 
ment. And therefore when a Profeſſor of moral 
Philoſophy, for Inſtance, whoſe Talents are equal 


to the Profeſſion, takes up this Trade, ſo contrary to 
the Genius and Dictates of moral Philoſophy, and 
becomes a mere Haberdaſher of anti epiſcopal Slan- 
der, he is altogether inexcuſeable. Such a Perſon 
Virginia has lately exhibited. It is true, but it will 


not excuſe him, that he has been able to outdo all 


his Competitors, repreſenting the late Archbiſhop's 
Character to be as rotten as his Corpſe, and as 
neceſſarily offenſive to thoſe that come near it. 


There is another Peculiarity which renders — 
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fill more obnoxious, even viewed in the Light of 
moral Philoſophy ; namely, that he lives by the 
Bread of the Church, and is cloathed with her Ap- 
parel;(horreſco referens,) while he oppoſes her Inte- 


reſts and Honor here, and throws Mud upon one 
of its greateſt Ornaments. in England, in Order to 


blacken and deface it. 2 " 
When this tranſcendent Profeſſor received a 
flight public Correction forthe Outrage, ſoon after 
he had committed it, he referred to the late Arch- 
biſhop's Cruelty towards a Number of Perſons, by 
Way either of Juſtification or Apologyꝶ. The 
Perſons. he pointed out, as ſuffering under the 
Archbiſhop's Severity, were the 2 Biſhop of 
Carlifle, Dr. GRE’  SHARPE, late Maſter of the 
Temple, Dr. PecxHarD, and PETER ANNET ; but 
he was careful not to mention the Particulars of 
the ill Treatment they received from him, leaving 
them to be ſupplied by the Readers Imagination. 


| | 1% % v 
$ See. the Adareſi to the Epiſcopalians in Virginia. p. 26. | 
t In a Card to the Clergy of New-York, and New-TJer/ey, 
publiſhed in one of the Virginia News-Papers. | 
+ Another Virginia Profefor, who'feeme well qualified to 
fill the Departments of Rhetoric and Logic, although that of 
natural Philoſophy has been aſſigned him, has gone, Pafibus 
baud imparibus, and hand in hand; with his elder Brother, the 
Profeſſor of moral Philo/ophy, one bold Leap excepted ; and, 
what is above ſaid of one, is, for the moſt Part, applicable to 
the other, of this Par nobile Fratrum. The Profefior of natu- 
ral Philoſophy, in his LETTER to the CLERGY of New-YorK 
and New-JERSEY, occaſioned by the ADDRESS to the Ep1sco- 
PALIANS ia VIRGINIA 3 after calling the Epiſcopate in 
Queſtion a Mongrel Epiſcopate, having nothing to render it 
venerable inthe Eyes of the World, p. io a new-fangled Epi/- 
copate, p. 194--and, a Scheme deſtruztive of the general Happineſs 
7 the Britiſh Empire, p. 26: After accuſing the Clergy of 
irginia, who ſigned the Petition for Biſhops, of being guilt 
of illiberal Treatment of the Biſhop of London, --f an au 
Contempt of the Legiſlature---and of ſuch factious Conduct as de- 
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The American Friends of the Archbiſhop's Memo. 
ry knew little or nothing of theſe. Caſes, and could 
not reply to general Inſinuations, otherwiſe! than 
by ſnewing the Improbability of his Grace's acting 
=60 3000054 ec bug e nodnlt n d 
ſerves 10 64 treatel wvith publir Ab borrencr. p. ꝙ: After repre- 
ſenting the Clergy of New-York and New-Jerſey as, clad 
with the. Cleak of Defamation and-Fallcbood, p. 1---a5 uling ſuch 
Wnifter Enzeatuour: to overturn the Conſtitution of the Church, 
are utterly unpardonnble, p. 14---2s tndeabouring to render fu 
petite, the Religion of tht beft of Princes, and to make his Gowern- 
ment odions. ta eVery OP} bid :---as de/igning Men, trying 
to iinpoſe upon the World by afe&ed, Cant, p. 19---and as 
worthy of a &5/finzni/bed Plate in the Catalogue of thoje turbulent 
Ecelefaafticks who have been the PEST and SCANDAL of our hoh 
Religion, p. 26 : After farther repreſenting them, and all the 
Advocates for the propoſed, Epiſcopate, of whatever Rank 
and Dignity, as attempiing to ſel up a ſuſpenaing Powrr in Op- 
poſition to the Law, p. 11 as acting with a Spirit of wanton 
Tajolkente, Ibid :---and, which is the worſt of all, fince Heaven 
was unfavourable to their Deſigns, as humbly craving Aſji/tance 
rem the Devil, . 12; 1 fay after all this, and much more in 
the ſame Strain, (for theſe Quotations are produced but as a 
Sample of the Rhetorical Flowers of the velvet-mouthed 
Gwarkt xy) the Reader will not wonder to find him ſpeaking 
of the late. Archbiſhop in the following Language, which 
orders upon the genuine Henleian Style. Indeed I do 
not chooſe to ſay a great Deal about Biſhop SSS EEA; his 
Character may, one Day, be exhibited in its proper Light. 
« That he had Virtues IL allow. I wiſh they had been 
«+ .chequered with fewer Failings. Glory, with an everlaſting 


-<«« Crown, ſtood ready to receive him: The Proſpect was 


% too dazling; the Praiſe of Chorchmen became his chief 
% Good, and he has received his Reward. But fill Mr. 
*  Henley's Advice” (which is not to uf his Slumber in the 
Grave, leſt we ſhould cauſe him to $T4.NK to Futurity) may, 
by ſome, be conſidered 4n-a more favourable Point of View 
than it is by the Authors of the Addreſs. - Whatever were 
« his. Yartnes, his beſt Friends will not pretend to reckon his 
*< 'Treatment.of the preſent Biſhop of Car// among the 
Number. His Behaviour to Mr. Pecthard has even by 
„ tbem been condemned as ptecipitate, eruel and illegal. 
£ And the Perſecution he raiſed againſt Pater Aunet will 
forever oblige them to leave a Regard to Liberty and the 
#5. patural Rights of Mankind out of the Catalogue.“ p. 25+ 
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ſo unlike himſelf, in the Inſtances referred to. How- 
ever, as none of his Admirers had ever aſcribed to 
him more than human Perfection, many were. led 
to conclude, on the whole, that his Severity in 
thoſe Caſes, although perhaps not deſerving ſo 
high Reproaches as had been given him, might 
have afforded ſome juſt Grounds for Complaint. | 
While the Matter was thus ſituated, the Author 
of this Examination thought it a Duty due to his 
Grace's Memory, to apply to ſuch Perſons at home 
as, in his Opinion, were moſt likely to be ac- 
quainted with thoſe Caſes; requeſting them to 
give him ſuch Information, as was neceſſary to 
enable him to place them in their true Light. 
The Gentlemen, to whom this Application was 
made, were ſo very obliging, as not only to inform 
him of all they knew concerning the Facts in 
Queſtion, but alſo to make farther Inquiry con: 
cerning ſome Circumſtances. with which they .had 
been ynacquainted, in Order to give him the 
fulleſt Satisfaction. He is not at Liberty to men- 
tion the Names of thoſe worthy and reſpectable 
Perſons, who, he aſſures his Readers, are well 
known by their Writings, and in high Eſteem with 
the Publick; nor has he Room to tranſcribe all 
their Papers: Yet he thinks it very expedient to 
produce the Subſtance of what they ſay, relating 
to the ſeveral Caſes under Conſideration 4 hoping 
it will be ſatisfactory to all the late Archbiſhop's 
Friends in the Colonies, although it may not con- 
vince another Sort of Perſons. NS 
1. As to Dr, Law. the preſent learned and wor- 
thy Biſhop of Carliſle; the Archbiſhop had always 
a great Eſteem for his Abilities, and never que- 
ſtioned his Integrity: Yet, believing that he held 
. Jome Opinions of Importance, that were 7 dag 
| ds ſtent 
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fiſtent with the eſtabliſhed Doctrines of the Church, 
he thought him not intitled to farther Preferment 
in it. On this Principle the Archbiſhop objected 
once againſt his being made a Prebendary in his own 
Cat bedrul of Canterbury; but never actually op- 
poſed his Advancement, in any other Inſtance. 
One would think this could not be charged againſt 
the Archbiſhop as a Crime; yet this is all that 
Dr. Law's Friends pretend to urge againſt him. 

2. The Caſe of Mr. PRCKHAuD was neatly 
ſimilar. When he came to the late Archbiſhop 
for a Diſpenſation to hold two Livings (which is 
properly a'Faveyr, entirely in the Diſpoſal of the 
Archbiſhop) his Grace required him to retract 
ſome Opinions, which he had endeavoured to pro- 
pagate in his Writings, concerning an intermediate 
State and the natural Mortality of the Soul; and 
he exacted a Promiſe from him, on Condition of 
his receiving the Diſpenſation, that he would not 
publiſh any Thing more of the ſame Nature. 
Mr. PRCREHAANp thought this hard Treatment; but 
the Clamour againſt it was chiefly raiſed by a few 
warm Men, who called themſelves his Friends, 
and who wanted to urge him on to a publick 
Attack on the Archbiſhop; which however he 
had the good Senſe and Fortitude to withſtand, 
None but the moſt determined Enemies of the late 
Archbiſhop, who wiſh to make the moſt of every 
trifling Incident, have ever thought it worth the 
while to revive the Memory of this unimportant 
and long-forgotten Tranſaction. 

The whole Foundation of the learned Dr. 
Aaken 's Reſentment againſt the Archbiſhop, was 
nothing more than a very ſhort and inoffenſive 
Mole, inſerted in Mr. Mzzr1ck's Annotations on 
vu Pſalms; in which his Grace preſumed to K 

rom 
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from the Doctor about the Meaning of ſome He- 
brew Words, but expreſſed that Difference without 
the leaſt Acrimony or Diſreſpect, in the , plaineſt, 
and ſimpleſt, and ſhorteſt Manner. On no other 
Provocation than this, the Doctor, after the Arch- * 
biſhop's Death, publiſhed. a Letter, addreſſed to 
the Biſhop: of Oxford, in which he inſulted. the 
Archbiſhop's Memory, in a, Manner that was 
ungenerous and illiberal, and utterly unworthy of 
his own Character. Every Man of - Senſe was diſ- 
guſted with this petulant Performance. The Biſhop 
of Oxford, to whom it was addreſſed without his 
Conſent or Knowledge, never ſignified the leaſt 
Approbation of the Piece. A Friend of the late 
Archbiſhop had once ſome Thoughts of anſwering 
it: But he was adviſed not to do it, as the Pam- 
phlet irſelf would ſoon fink. into utter Contempt 
and Oblivion, as it has accordingly done; and the 
Critical Commentator could not have done a greater 
Injury to Dr. SHarPe, than by reminding; the 
Public of that Performance. Mb BY 
4. The Story of PTR AnNET, as it has been 
repreſented in Pamphlets and News-Papers, is a 
moſt impudent Falſchood. The true and real 
State of the Caſe is this: About the Year 1761, 
Peres AnneT publiſhed a periodical Paper, 
called, The Free Enquirer , the profeſſed Deſign 
of which was to hold up the Moſaic Hiſtory to 
the Contempt and Abhorrence of all Mankind. 
It was one of the groſſeſt and moſt profane Pro- 
ductions, which perhaps ever appeared in a Chriſ- 
tian Country. For this he was preſented, and ſet 
in the Pillory: But the Archbiſhop, as he himſelf 
after ward declared, had no Concern at all in this 
Proſecution, though he endeavoured to ſtop the 
3's oc Sale 
t See the Appendix to Mr. Merrict's Annotations, No. VI. 
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Sale of that execrable Piece of Blaſphemy. Some 
Years after this, Ax x Er ſettled in the Pariſh of 


Lambeth, and taught a little School there. After 


a while the Archbiſhop, m_ told that this poor 
Wretch was ſick and in Diſtreſs,” ſent to him a 


Perſon to offer him Money, or the Help of an 


Apothecary or Phyſician, if he needed any. Al- 

though he was found to be in a deplorable Con- 
dition, yet, partly from pride, and partly from a 
Perſuaſion that the Archbiſhop had been his 
Enemy, he would net accept of his Offers. But, 
not long after, he ſent to beg that Relief which 
he had formerly refuſed, and it was immediatel 

granted him with a liberal Hand, And after the 
Archbiſhop's Death, his Executors thinking Axxzr 
might be in Want, gave him Ten Guineas, out of 
the Money which his Grace left for ſuch indigent 
Perſons as he had aſſiſted in his Life-Time ; but 
there was no mention made of him in the Will, 
This is the whole that ever paſſed between the 
Archbiſhop and Annzr. And on this Ground 
have been built a Hundred filly Stories, without 
one Grain of Truth in them. Sometimes it was 
faid, that the Archbiſhop was this Man's determi- 
ned Enemy and Profecutor ; then it was affirmed, 
that there was a great Friendſhip and Intimacy 
between them, and that his Grace provided for 
AxxN Hr expreſsly by Name in his Will. AxxET 
was alſo called a poor, harmleſs, honeſt and worthy 
Creature, who was moſt undeſervedly puniſhed. 
Whereas his Writings are, in Reality, moſt ſcan- 
dalous and pernicious, and gave juſt Reaſon to 


ſuſpect that he was worſe than a Deiſt, not ſo 


much as . acknowledging a future State, or even 


the Exiſtence of a Gop. But let his Opinions 
have been what they will, the Archbiſhop acted 


a atnily 
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a truly Chriſtian and charitable Part towards him, 
and inſtead of Cenſure deſerved the higheſt Praiſe, 
Of this, AnxerT himſelf feemed to be convinced 
before he died; although he had been very ſtrongly 
prejudiced againſt the Archbiſhop. 820 
We ſee now the Cruelty of the late Archbiſhop, 
in the four Caſes that are pointed out as the ſtrongeſt 
Proofs of it. In the two firſt of them it conſiſted 
in the Refuſal of a Matter of mere Favour, to 
Perſons, whoſe Principles, in his Opinion, diſqua- 
lified them for the Favours requeſted. In the third 
Caſe, it conſiſted in his preſuming to differ from 
another Writer, in a few Points of verbal Criticiſm. 
And in the fourth, it conſiſted in diſcouraging the 
Sale of an abominable Book, while he afforded, 
at the ſame Time, liberal Relief to the wretched 
Author under his Poverty and Diſtreſs. Now 
theſe being the worſt Things that have been ob- 
jected againſt the late Archbiſhop, by Perſons of 
the wortt Diſpoſition towards him; it will naturally 
be concluded, that hardly any Blemiſh can be 
found in his excellent Character. W 
I ſhall now attend upon the Commentator, aſking 
his Pardon for ſo long a Digreſſion. The Letter 
to Mr. WaLeoLE takes Notice, that, to encourage 
the Eſtabliſhment of Biſhops in the Colonies, 
* Archb'ſhop Txx150x, who was ſurely no High- 
'« Churchman, left by his Will £. 1000 towards it.“ 
The Writer before us urges, that the Caſe is not 
fairly repreſented in the above Sentence; and he 
gives a long Extract, from the Codicil to the Will 
of Archbiſhop Tex1sov, to ſhew that it is not. 
Whether the Extract be faithfully made, or not, I 
have no Opportunity to inform myſelf ; but con- 
ſidering the. Writer's Talents for Quotation, there 
is Room for Suſpicion. However, to take the 


Gre 
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Codicil in the Words that are given us; there is 
nothing in it, of any, material Conſequence; incon- 
ſiſtent, with the Account of Archbiſhop. Seck ze, 
nor with the Plan recommended by him, as has 
been ſhewn on another Oecaſion g. 
The Commentator ſays, that in the Codicil of 
Archbiſhop: Tzx1s0N, we may obſerve a very diffe- 
rent Plan of American Epiſcopacy from that delineated 
by his Succeſſor, Dr. Secker, in this Letter. p. 35. 
But the only Difference is this; that the former 
ſpeaks of American Biſhops as occaſionally cor- 
recting the ſcandalous Manners of the Laity, as well 
as of the Clergy; whereas the latter confines their 
Juriſdiction to the epiſcopal Clergy only. Dr. 
IT'ENISoN expected, that the American Biſhops 
would have a Power to correct the Immoralities of 
the Laity, becauſe ſome of the moſt reſpectable 
of the American Laity had requeſted it, and all 
the Members of the Church were thought to deſire 
it. But it having ſince appeared, that the Mem- 
bers of the Church in the Colonies have contracted 
a general Averſion to the Controll of epiſcopal 
Authority, therefore Dr. SgckkR in this Letter 
propoſes, and indeed it has long been agreed on 
all Sides, that the Juriſdiction of our future Bi- 
ſhops ſhall not extend to the Laity, but be confined 
to the Clergy of our Church. Such an Alteration, 
in Order to render the Epiſcopate agreeable to 
our own People, as well as unexceptionable to 
others, is an Improvement which, it may fairly be 
preſumed, Dr. TENISso would himſelf greatly 
approve of, were he now living ; and indeed it 
reduces it more exactly to the Suffragan Plan, 
according, to which he is known to have promoted 
the Appointment, for many Years before 4 
S116) þ Death, 


+ See the Addreſs to the Epiſcopalians in Virginia. p. 17. 
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Death, in Conjunction with the Society. And 
therefore it will, in Equity, be conſtrued, that by 
the Application of his Legacy for the Support of 
the Epiſcopate of Archbiſhop Sek ER, the Will 
and Deſign of Archbiſnop TENIS0Ox will be faith- 


fully and properly execute. 


But, ſays. the Commentator, from tbe Tenor of 


this Codicil, and partitularly from the Words, © In 


the mean Time, till ſuch Appointment and 
Conſecration as aboveſaid is compleated,“ it is 
clear, that till this Syſtem of prelatical Juriſdiction 
is. ſettled in North-America, both on ibe Continent, 
and iu tis es, the Executors of Archbiſhop Teniſon, 
theiri Adminiſtrators, or Aſigns, will not he obliged 
to pay ia fingle Sixpence the Thouſand Pounds 'to 
the PROPAGATING Society ; for that Settlement is 
plainly the:Conſideration for which the'Legacy is left: 
Conſequently, it cannut>be applied to:#ht-Maintenance 
of . Biſhops with: the limited, and. no more ibun com- 
miſſurial Furiſdiction, for whiob" Dr. SECKER pleads. 
p. 36. The only Queſtion of Importance is, to 
what - Appointment and Conſecration dees the 
Teſtator refer, in the: Expreſſien above quoted? 


miſtake his Intention. The only! Appointment 
and Conſecration he ſpeaks of, abe thoſe of to 
Proteſtant Biſhops for America, by latmul Autbo- 
rity, The Words of his Deviſe alenthe following: 
„My preſent Will is, that my Executors, their 
Adminiſtrators or: Aſſigns, do well and truly pa 
< tothe ſaid Society, within one Month, or two 
< at the fartheſt, after tbe Appointment aud Conſe- 
e cration 'by. lawful: Authority, vf ti Pruleſtant 
„ Biſhops, one for the Continent, another for tbe Tſles 
in North-America, the Sum of One Thouſand 
Pounds, to be applied in equal Portions to the 
21 Settlement 
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2 Settlement of ſuch Biſhops in the fore-mentioned - 
< Sees.” This Legacy to the Society is conditional; 
and nothing can be plainer than that the only 
Conditions are the lawful Appointment "and. Conſe: 
cratien f two, Projeſtant Biſbops, for the Continent 
and Iſlands of North-America; and nothing elſe. 


It is made neceſſary by the Teſtator, as a Qualifi- 


cation for his Legacy, that the Biſnops in Queſtion 
be Proteſtants, and laufully appointed and conſe- 
crated, one for the Iſlands, and the other for the 
Continent, in North-America. And as ſoon as 
two. ach Biſhops ſhall be-#bus appointed and con- 
ſecrated, the Erecutors, or their Repreſentatives, 
are evidently required, and, will be bound in Duty 
to their Truſt, to pay che Legacy 1 into the Nan 
of the Society. 

It. is plain therefore, that: the Friends of an 
"American Epiſcopate on the Plan, of Archbiſhop 
SECKER;,, will have no Inducements to mate the 
Preſervation. of - the Legacy aforeſaid an Argument 
for granting the additional Juriſdiction deſcribed in 
the Cegicil, of Archbiſhop: Txx180x, as the Con- 
mentator contends, p. 37 fot the Legacy is per- 
fectly ſecure, on the preſent Plan, 1 in. che Opinion | 
of the beſt Judges. , 

Another Objection; which — night probably 
make againſt, the Appointment propoſed, is, that 
the Biſhops. at home would hereafter be likely to 
attempt an Alteration of it, becauſe it will “tend 
to the Depreſſion of the Hierarchy; as it will 
afford the Laity, (in England) an Example of 
KH, Engliſh \Biſhops: abroad, with no other: than 
5 ſPiritual Powers ; Which may tempt them to 

think of reducing the Biſhops at home to the 


br ſame Condition,“ This Objection is introduced 


An the late be Letter, p. 10, and obvi. 
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ated in ſuch a clear and ſatisfactory Manner, that 
all the Cavils and Exceptions of the Commentator 
cannot weaken nor darken what is offered in An- 
/ er 
The Epiſcopate propoſed would make no new 
Diſcovery concerning the original Powers belong- 
ing to Biſhops as ſuch. For it is as univerſally 
known, that the Authority which they derive 
from Cunisr, is altogether of a ſpiritual Nature, 
as that there is ſuch an Order in the Church. 
Whatever temporal Authority Biſhops may have 
in any Country, is a Conceſſion from the State, 
and not eſſential to their Order. The moſt illite- 
rate Perſon knows, that Biſhops exiſted for ſome 
Ages, before any temporal Powers were granted 
them; and that there are many at this Day, in 
different Parts of the World, who have no Au- 
thority but what is entirely eccleſiaſtical. The 
Circumſtances of different Countries are various; 
and what ſound Policy may require in one, it may 
forbid in another. In England the Wiſdom of 
the Nation has thought fit to inveſt the Biſhops 
with ſome Share of the civil and legiflative Au- 
- thority, and this is now a Part of the eſtabliſhed 
and legal Conſtitution ; and it can never be ad- 
mitted by Government, nor indeed can it ever 
be ſeriouſly urged by Perſons of common Senſe, 
that the Exiſtence of Biſhops in the American 
Colonies without any temporal Authority, is any 
Reaſon at all for their being reduced to the ſame 
State in England, by altering the national Conſti- 
tution : And, on the other Hand, the Eſtabliſhment 
in Favour of Biſhops in England is no Reaſon for 
giving ſimilar Authority to Biſhops in a diſtant 
Quarter of the Globe, where the general Princi- 
ples of the Inhabitants, and the Circumftances of 


the 
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the, REAC are widely different. It is ant ſuch 
Powers ; as are eſſential. to the epiſcopal Office, that 
Biſhops | will Carry. with them into all Countries; 
but as to any Thing farther, it muſt depend upon, 
and be regulated by, a particular Pohęy, .appro- 
PRaes to. che Country in Which they, are to reſide. 

It h as often been complained, that the Church 
of Epgland Thould not be ſuffered #0 have Biſhops 
in che Apperican Colonies, under ſuch Reſtrictions 
as are proper; while Biſhops of every other De- 
nomigation have been allowed to reſade here, under 
the Sanction ef parliamentary Auchgficy) This 
we cannot. but look upon as one of, the greateſt 
f Kah ch he Abſurdities, all 1 hings, conſidered, - and 

uch as has never Var oe woos any, Age or 
Nation ef the One would imagine, chat 
the national R Religion in the Colonies wauld be 
kopoured with ſomę Kind of Diſtinction ; but. all 
the Diſtinction it has hitherto met with, is, to its 
real Diſhonour, as well a to ats unſpeakable Diſ- 
Aide in other Reſpects. It has only been 

be d by the Want: of, fuch.a Toleration, 

cen granted to every religious Sect, \howe- 

| ul inconſiderable,. q this. Part . hy Majeſty 8 
ominions. 

This ſtrange . 1 thor national 
et American Colonies was repreſented, 
in. the Letter to Mr. Watpol r. An Act of 

« the laſt, deſſion of Parliament, ſays Dr. SEQKER, 
« * which, paſſed without any Oppoſithn from any 
« Body, hath exprelsly.. eſtabliſhed Moravian Bi- 
75 hops i in America; who have much higher and 

1 Nonns, of Church Government and 
{cipline, than we have, p. 14. Bold and 
15 ifng | exclaims the, Commentator... Can any 
i of common Senſe underſtand teſs by the Words, 


« expreſsly 
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* expreſsly eſtabliſhed,” than that the Ad gives 
theſe Moravian Biſhops a Power t9 exerciſe: their 
Funttion, aſſigns them their Stations, and ſecures 
their Stipends.? p. 49. That no more was intended 
by the Words, than was actually granted to the 
Mora viaus by the late Act of Parliament, mult, 
in: all Reaſon, be ſuppoſed; ſince the Perſon 
ſpeaking, and rhe Perſon. ſpoken to, were both 
well acquainted with the Circumſtances of the 
Caſe, and neither of them could have any Proſ- 
pect of impoſing upon the Ignorance of the other. 
A Critie ought to know, that the Word eſtabliſh is 
in itſelf indeterminate; and that its Meaning, in 
particular Inſtances is to be underſtood, according 
to the known Circumſtances of the Thing of 
which it 1s predicated. When a Word is evidentiy 


uſed in one Senſe, it is contrary to all the Rules of 
zuſt Criticiſm to interpret it in another, and to 


pervert its plain Meaning. To eftablifſs ſometimes 
fignifies no more than to ſettle in the Enjoyment 
of any Privilege or Poſſeſſion; in which Senſe a 
learned and noble Lord has ſaid of the 'Toleration 
Act, that it eſtabliſbes the Diſſenters“; and in 
which Senſe it is applicable to the Moravians, in 
America, who obtained by the Act what Riufus 
calls a parliamentary Settlement]. In the ſame 
Senſe the Word was undoubtedly uſed, in the 
Letter to Mr. WaLPOLE; and no Mortal, before 
this Writer, ever underſtood Dr. Scekx zz, when 
ſpeaking of the Favour granted to the Moravian 
by the Britiſh Parliament, to mean by it, an A, 


Jignment of their reſpective S/ations to the Moravian 


re 50 a n for cheir N as 1 
21 Han 
* Lord Mansfeld“, 1 in the Caſe of Mr. Evas. 


See alſo Dr. Furneaux's Letters to Dr. Blackſtone. p. 13. 
See his Dedication to the Archbiſhop of Canterbury. 
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as a Permiſſion to exerciſe their Function in the 
Colomes. SEK, * | 
But even ſuppoſing the Word eftabliþ to have 
been improperly uſed in the Caſe before us, it mult 
have been done through an harmleſs Miſtake, and 
not from any unworthy Motive, as it is of no 
Conſcquence. For the Argument is. preciſely the 
ſame, whether the Word eſtabliſh be uſed or omited. 
The Act in Favour of the Moravians, under 
whatever Circumſtances obtained, and: with what- 
ever Views intended, implied, at leaſt, the Content 
of Government to their Reſidence and Settlement 
in the American Colonies, and to the Enjoyment 
of the public Exerciſe of their Religion in all its 
Parts. It conſequently allowed them their own 
Form of eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline, under which 
their Biſhops have a Right to perform all Offices 
that are purely epiſcopal; and do perform them. 
In ſhort, by this Act the Moravians are allowed 
that Liberty, which the Members of the Church 
have not been able to obtain; although Application 
has been repeatedly made for it, through a long 
Courſe of Vears; and it has been requeſted on a 
Plan, which 1s as unexceptionable to all other 
Denominations of Chriſtians, as the Conceſſion to 
the Moravians. can be. Now, as the Privilege 
above-mentioned had lately been granted to 
Strangers, at the Time of writing the Letter to 
Mr. WaLroL E, it was very natural for Dr. SECKER 
to put in a Claim to the ſame Favour, in Behalf of 
the Church of England in the Colonies. All the 
Advocates for the propoſed Epiſcopate have urged 
it, as a Plea that is {trikingly forcible and pertinent; 
and they will undoubtedly continue to urge it 
until it can be ſhewn, that the national Church in 
the Colonies is not equitably intitled to a full 

Toleration, 
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Toleration, and that the Members of it deſerve 
not to be raiſed to an Equality with the Moravians, 
in Point of religious Privilege. 
Dr. SEcKER ſays of this Moravian Act, that it 
«paſſed without any Oppoſition from any Body.“ 
But the Commentator, who is reſolved; to diſpute 
every Inch-of Ground with him, ſays that Rimvs, 
aſſures us it was oppoſed by a certain Member. Be 
it ſo: Let, acgording to his own, Account, even 
chat Member did not oppoſe iton general Principles, 
but becauſe it was ſuggeſted to him, that the 
Moravians in Germany had made the greateſt: 
Part of Proteſtants run mad by their Devices,” 
p. 51. Now when a Bill is brought into Parliament, 
and but one Perſon, out of the ſeveral Hundreds 
belonging to that Body, oppoſes it, and that in 
Conſequence of a certain Suggeſtion only, and all 
the other Members approve of it, and pals it into 
an Act; it may properly be ſaid to paſs without 
any Oppoſition, i. e. without any that is worthy 
of Notice. The Parliamenc, one Member at moſt 
excepted, ſuppoſed the Moravians to be that 
inoffenſive Kind of People which- they pretended 
to be, but knew them to be Strangers and Foreigners; 
and, on this Suppoſition, and with this Knowledge, 
granted them cheerfully, and without Oppoſition, 
that very Indulgence which has been long requeſted, 
to no Purpoſe, for the Church in the American 
Colonies. Noy can there be any Appearance of 


Reaſon or Equity, in withholding from the 


Members of the national Church a Favour, which 


has been freely granted to Foreigners of a different 


Church, on the Suppoſition only of their being a 
peace able People? Can there be any Juſtice in 
refuſing Bread when there is S enough and to 
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ſpare,” to legitimate and dutiful Children, while 
it is plentifully given to Aliens and Strangers? 
Under this Grant. Moravian Biſhops have been 
Fabliſhed in the Colonies: Why then, ſays Dr. 
* SxekkEx, ſhould there be ſuch Fear of eſtabliſhing 
* Biſhops: of the Church of England?“ The 
Commentator replies: The Queſtion ſuppoſes theſe 
Moravian Biſhops were eſtabliſhed with the Know- 
ledge and Conjent' of the Americans. Ib. But the 
Queſtion evidently ſuppoſes no ſuch Thing. The 
Repreſentation was preſented. to one of his Ma- 
jeſtys Privy Council, at a Time when the Subject 
was probably ſoon to be diſcuſſed in the Privy 
Council; and the Queſtion could have been de- 
ſigned only fer thoſe who had granted the Mora. 
vian Eſtabliſnment, who were net the Americans, 
but the Miniſtry and Parliament in England, 
After they had thus obliged the Moravians, it was 


a very natural and proper Queſtion to be offered 


to them, why they could be backward or afraid 
to oblige the Church of England in the like 
e ont SOME | 0925 
But with Regard to the Miniſtry and the Parli- 


ament, we are told, it ſeems, by Dr. LavNOGTOx, 


if he was the Author of The Moravians com- 
<"gared and detected, that the Settlement of 


„„ the Moravians in theſe Kingdoms ſeems to have 
been ſurreptitiouſiy obtained.” This may be 


partly true; but it is partly a Miſtake. The Par- 
liament had been long acquainted with the Mora- 
viuns, in ſome Degree; and previouſly to this 
Act, a Committee appointed by the Houſe had 
conferred with the Deputies from the Moravians, 


and particularly examined into the various evil 


Reports that had been propagated againſt them. 
Upon this was publiſhed, The Report from the Com- 
7 4 mittee, 
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mittee, with Extradis from the moſt material Voucbers 
and Papers in their Favour. From this Report of 
the Committee it appears, that the Moravians had 
ſettled in the Britiſh Colonies (and had met with 
Approbation in Pennſylvania and Georgia) in the 
Year 1745, by an Act of the 20th Gzorxce' II. 
In the Preamble of which Act it is atteſted, that 
many of the ſaid Moravian Brethren are ſettled in 
his Majeſty's Colonies in America, and demean 
— there as à ſober, quiet and induſtrious 
People: And farther, that on the 22d Gogo; IT, 
Anno 1747, there had paſſed an Act for encou- 
raging the People known by the Name of Unitas 
Fratrum, or United Brethren, to ſettle i in his Ma- 
jeſty's Colonies in America“. 8 

The Author of, The Moravians ee! &c. 
allows that the Favor was granted them, © under 


the Pretence of their being a peaceable and 


* innocent Sort of Peoplez” and they actually 
had demeaned themſeves as ſuch, ſays the Preamble 
to the Act, for ſome Years, in the American Co- 
lonies. Now whether they were in Reality, or 

were only believed to be, a quiet and harmleſs 
People; the Principle on which the Government 
countenanced them is exactly the ſame; and the 
Argument taken from thence, in Favour of the 
Church, has all the real and a 8 Weight 
that was ever pretended. For if thoſe Strangers 


were intitled to the Indulgence, becauſe they were 


thought to be à peaceable and innocent Sort of Peo- 
ple; then others, who are not Strangers, but his 
Majeſty's native Subjects, and are equally peace- 
able and innocent, and eſpecially the Members of 


the Church in the Colonies, who are F ifty Times 


more numerous Ein ns NWS, and 1 in a po- 
lIitical 


* See Biographia PEN Title, ZinzexDoRe. 
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liticalView Fifty Times more reſpectable, who have 
moſt of their good Qualities, without any of their 
doubtful ones, have the ſtrongeſt Reaſon to expect, 
at leaſt, as much Favour. eld + 
The Nature of the Epiſcopate propoſed for the 
Church of England in the Colonies, which is much 
milder than that of the Moravians, is an additi- 
onal Motive, for not refuſing that Countenance to 
the former, which has been granted to the latter, 
But that the Marawians have © higher and ſtricter 
<; Notions of Church Government and Diſcipline, 
c than we have,” or, than are laid down in the 
Plan of the Epiſcopate requeſted ; the Commen- 
tator undertakes to controvert, The Unitas Fra- 
trum, ſays he, in whoſe Favour the Ad under Con- 
federation was made, are ſaid there, to be Members 
of the Church which was formerly in Moravia and 
Bohemia; the. Remains of which was (were) then 
ſettled in Poland. Among theſe Count Zinzendorf 
was-ordained---a, Biſhop at Liſſa, p. 52. He then 
quotes a Paſſage; irom the Supplement of Riuius, 
which I have not. jecn, to prove that the Biſhops 
of. thoſe Churches had no Juriſdiction or Authority 
over the other Clergy. If Rimavs'fays this, he is 
greatly miſtaken ,, for there never was, nor can 
there be, an epiſcopal Church, without ſome De- 
gree of Juriſdiction or Authority over the Clergy 
veſted in the Biſhops, But ſuppoſing it to have 
been otherwiſe in the ancient Churches of Moravia 
and Bebemia; yet the Moravians did not, and could 
not, pretend to the Britiſh Parliament, that their 
preſent / Conſtitution was exactly the ſame, with 
that. of the Churches abovementioned. Rimivs 
ſays of the Moraviens, at the Time of their Ap- 
plication to Parliament, that they “ would pals 
*+ for a Sprig of thoſe Bohemian and Moravian 
WI ; 4 8 Brethren, 
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„ Brethren, who, a long Time before Luther, 


« lived ſeparated from the Romiſh Church, and 
„ho in the Time of the Reformation entered 
* into. brotherly Correſpondence with the Two 
« great Proteſtant Societies *.” But this by no 
Means implies, that they pretended to obſerve the 
Diſcipline of thoſe ancient Churches, without any 
Variation; but only that they reſembled them in 
ſome Reſpects, and were derived from them. The 
Count had epiſcopal Conſecration at Liſſa in Great 
Poland, in the Year 1737; and Biſhop JaBLonsxr 
of Berlin, the Poliſh Biſhop SrTor avivs, and the 
Moravian Biſhop 'Davip Nitscamann, were the 
Perſons that ordained himf. From them he re- 
ceived every Branch of epiſcopal Power, and was 
known to exerciſe it to its utmoſt Extent, and 
without Controll, when the Favours of the Bri- 
tiſh Parliament were granted him. Indeed he had 
pretended to lay down his epiſcopal Dignity, a 
few Years after he had received it; but inſtead of 
it he aſſumed the higher Title, and | ſuperior 
Power, of Miniſter Plenipotentiary and  Oeconomiſt, 
and afterwards, of Lord Advocate of the Unitas 
Fratrum+. And if eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline was not 
immediately adminiſtered by him, yet it was ad- 
miniſtered with the ſtricteſt Severity, according to 
his Orders and Directions, who was the abſolute 
Sovereign of this Moravian Fraternity. In a 
Word; let any one read the Candid Narrative, or 
any other faithful Account of the religious Con- 
ſtitution of this Society, and he will find that their 
Diſcipline is exerciſed with the utmoſt Strictneſs 
and with uncontrolable Severity; that the Diſ- 
| cipline 
+ Candid Narrative, p. 25. Am. Edit. 


t Biographia Britannica, ut ſupra. 
+ Biog. Brit. and Riulus's Narrative, 
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cipline of the Church of England is not compa- 
rable with it in this Reſpect; and that the Commer. 
tator, by pretending to prove the contrary, expoſes 


hirmiſelf and injures the Cauſe he has undertaken 


to ſupport. i502 Js re t 
As to what he advances, concerning 4 Canon of 
the. Nicene Council, and the Right of the Moravian 
Biſhops to the epiſcopal Juriſdiction of America 
by Preoccupation, p. 63; no Reader can be ſo weak 
as to think it deſerves an Anſwer. For the ſame 
Reaſon I ſhall paſs over all that he farther advances 


on this Subject, excepting his ill Treatment of 


another excellent and learned Archbiſhop, the late 
Dr. PorręR. This eminent Prelate, it feems, in 
the Year 1737, wrote a congratulatory Letter to 
Count ZixzkExDoxx, on the Occaſion of his epiſcopal 
Conſecration. In that Letter, ſays the Commentator, 
he highly extols the Ortbodomy of the. Moravian 
Church; «© acknowledging its full Agreement with 
„ the Church of England, both in the Purity of 


© primitive Faith, and in the Defence of primitive 


« Diſcipline.” p. 55. This is palmed upon the 
Reader as a literal Quotation om the Letter; 
whereas the Archbiſhop ſays no ſuch Thing as is 
here reported, neither in the original Letter, nor 
in the Engliſh Tranſlation of it which is ſubjoined+. 
In the former, ſpeaking of the-Moravian Orthodoxy, 
he uſes the Expreſſion, © ut accepimus,” i. e. as 
we have heard;. and in the Tranſlation that follows, 
he ſpeaks of the Moravians as © ftedfaſtly main- 
<* taining (as we have been well-informed), ſays he, 
together with the pure and primitive Faith, the 
primitive Diſcipline :? which qualifying 2 * 


* 


+ In the Biograpbia Britanica. 
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the Sentence is omited by this faithful Tranſcriberf. 
He immediately obſerves, upon his own falle 
Quotation: F Dr. Potter was ſencere in ibis. 
Sincere in what? Why, in ſaying what he never 
did ſay: He ſhould have left it to others to talk 
of Simcerity, or have taken à more proper Oppor- 
tunity to mention it himſelf. The Archbiſhop was 
undoubtedly ſincere in ſaying what he did ſay. 
He had received favourable ' Accounts of the 

Mordavidns, and had ſeen very reſpectable : Teſts 
monials of their Orthodoxy; and he then believed, 
as the People in England generally did, that BY 
were not unworthy of the Character they aſſu 

On this Preſumption, whieh is the Condition of the 
Declaration, as is plainly intimated in his Letter, 
he expreſſes his Friendſhip and Eſteem for the 
Count and his Fo Pen in Terms tha ern Honour 


- i 


— ror che Gratification of the enrious Reader, a Copy of 
he original Letrer is here preſented. to him: 


© « Viro admodum Reverends Domino Nic: Ladovico 


Moravienſi Epiſcopo, Johannes Cantuatienſis, 8. P. D. 
© Sanctam illam vereque illuſtrem (quibuſcunque 175 
Tenzbris jam fit involuta) Moravienſem Cathedram, ad 
quam, favente Divino Numine, plaudente cœleſti Choro 
enim dubitare nos haud ſinit quam de Te concepimus 35 
nuper es evectus, ſincere at que ex intimo Corde — 
Qui tibi haud ſine eximio Merito delatus Honos, u Ho 
ſalutaris fit, / nec tibi tuiſve pænitendus, ad Yak. Prece 
contendo. Hoc enim Faſtigio quo divina Providentia me 


utcunque imparem conſtituit, penitus eſſem indignus, ſinon 


omni Dei Populo pro virili Opem ferre me ſemper exhiberem 
paratum. Vos aut pre ceteris amem atque amplectar, qu 
nec Periculis territi, nec aliis quibuſvis Satanæ Tla gage 
ſeducti, una cum pura primævaque Fide, primævam etiam 
Eccleſiæ Diſciplinam, conſtanter adhuc, ut accepimus, tuentes, 
arctiori nobiſcum Vinculo conjuncti eſtis. Precibus me tuis 
oro viciſſim adjuves. Co-epiſcopis autem tuis, totique - cut 
Te Deus præeſſe voluit, Chriſtiano Gregi Salutem Nomine 
meo impertias. Vale. 
„Pabam Weſtmonaſteriæ IV_Idus Auguſti upccxxxvii.”* 
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on his own eminent Character. If he was 
deceived in his good Opinion of them, ſo were all 
the wiſeſt Perſons in the Nation, at that Time, 
and for a conſiderable while afterwards. And fo 
were the Theological Faculty of the Univerſity of 
Tubingen, and ſeveral States in Germany; ; although 
they had much better Opportunities of obtaining 
Information! Rixius, ſpeaking of the Moravians 
Twelve Years after the Date of Dr. PoTTex's 
Letter, fays, „that the Leaders of this Brother- 
hood made the legiſlative Power of this Kingdom 
6s believe, that their Tenets do in no Reſpect differ 


| « from thoſe of other Proteſtants, and that, upon 


oy +: clus, an Act has paſſed in their Favour, which 
grants them Leave to ſettle in the Britiſh Do- 
« BF: All this the Commentator well 
knows : And yet he argues from what the Mo- 
ravians were then miſtaken to be, which was ve 
different from what they are now believed to be, 
as if they were really knoton to be, what he is 
fully convinced they are not. In this juggling Way 
e attempts to prove, that the Moravians have 
not higher and ſtricter Notions of Church Go- 
* yernment and Diſcipline,” than the Members 
005 the Church have. a 
„Dr. Seckrx thought it a Conſideration worthy 
of ſome Notice, and therefore he intimated in the 
Letter before us, that by ſending Biſhops to the 
Colonies whom the Government approves of, the 
Influence of other Biſhops whom it diſapproves of, 
would probably i in ſome Inſtances be prevented. 
He mentions particularly Nonjuring Jacobite Bi- 
ſhops, of which, in the Letter, he ſays there had 
been Inſtances 5 not long ſince.” The: Commenta- 
tor "ſpeaks of mo as Nonentities ; and en 
NY "Ty this 


©.* Candid Narrative, p. 19. 
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this is the maſt pardonable Miſtake in his whole h 


Pamphlet. It is not commonly known by the 
Americans themſelves, that Biſhops of this Cha- 
racter have teſided in the Colonies; yet it is a 
Fact with which many are aequainted, and with, 
which the Author of the Letter was acquainted, 
although, I believes: a Author of che ere: 
tary Was not. 

It appea w foam: the t Neperd df che late Dr. 
Jonson, Preſident Kia College, Neo- Fort, 
that about the Lear 1723, two Jacobite Biſhops 
came over privately into America; upon which 


Dr. Ginsox, then newly preferred td the See of 


Lendon, cook Occaſion to urge the Neceſſity of 
ſending over ſuch. Biſhops as were well affected to 
the Government. And | learn from good Infor- 


mation, that when thoſe Biſhops arriyed in * 


Colonies, they appeared but as common Clergy 


men, making known their epiſcopal. 'Characior 


only to a few ſuch Friends as they thought they 
could confide in. One of them is ſaid to have re: 
ſided many Years, and at laſt to have died, in the 
Province of Net- Jerſey. Dr. SgckRER was well 
aſſured of the general Fact; and as ſuch. Biſhops 
had been formerly ſent by the Party, he ſuppoſed 


they might be ſent again, eſpecially if Care ſhoald 


not be taken to ſend others, whoſe Principles are 


leſs exceptionable. However more than twenty 
Years have elapſed ſince the Date of the Fetter, 
and there is ſuffieient Reaſon to believe that no 

Jacobite Biſhops have arrived in che Colonies within 
this Period, in any Diſguiſe 3 and I ſincerely wiſh 
and pray. that ſuch Biſhops may never viſit us. 


But it was not ſo great a Seeret, that the Cor 


loniſts were, in ſome De egree, expoſed to the In- 
fluence . of Papiſb Biſhops and. the nee 
obſerves, 
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obſer ves, in his Letter, that, * at leaſt the Biſhop 
of Quebec hath no {ſmall Influence in a very 
important new Settlement of ours.” p. 18. It 
is worth the Reader's while, to attend to the Com- 
mentator s Remark upon this Paſſage. A fbrewd 
Writer,” ſays he, in the London Chronicle of Auguſt 
22, ſeems diſpoſed to believe, from the Mention here 
made of this new Settlement, that the Letter to Mr. 
Walpole is ter tainly ſpurious, as this Settlement was 
ot ours till eight Years after the Date of it. p.'56. 
This is frewd with a Witneſs! I fancy this 
fprewed Writer is much fuch another Critic as the 
_ Commentator himſelf is. But I beg Leave to aſk: 
Had we no important new Settlement, over the 
Inhabitants of which the Biſhop of Quebec had 
confiderable Influence, in 1730? Was not Neva 
Scotia at that Time a new Settlement? Was it not 
an important one, in the Opinion of the Nation? 
And had net Complaints been frequently made of 
the Influence of the Biſhop of Quebec, and his 
Popiſh Clergy, over many of the Inhabitants, in- 
ſtigating them to withdraw their Allegiance, and 
exciting them to Rebellion? All theſe Queſtions 
the Commentator muſt anſwer in the Afirmative, if 
he anſwers them at all: And yet he /brewdly con- 
jectutes, that the Letter had Reference to a Fact, 
Which did not commence till eight Years after the 
„ 0 5 9oan IO rio | 

After this ſmall Miſtake of Canada, for Nova- 
Scotia, of an Engliſh Settlement that had no 
Exiſtence, for one that did exiſt, at the Time of 
the Letter; the Commentator proceeds, by Way of 
Reflection on the Archbiſhop, to afk : How came 
this Biſbop of. Quebec iy bis no ſmall Influence 
(meaning in Canada, ſince its becoming an Engliſh 
Province ?) Hor came he there at all“ p. 57. 1 
r e W 


/ 
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will tell him. The Toleration of the Popiſh Reli- 


gion, to which the Inhabitants were devoted; in 


Canada, was provided for, and ſecured to them, 

firſt by the Treaty of Surrender, and then by the 
definitive Freaty of Peace. The Propoſal, in Be- 
half of the Canadians, is made, in Hrt. xxvii, of 
the Capitulation; in theſe Words + The Free Ex- 


« epciſe of the Catholic, Apoſtolic, and Roman 


Religion, fhall hit intirèé: in ſuch Manner 
that all the States and People of the Towns and 
Countries, Places and diſtant Poſts, ſhall con- 
«. tinue to aſſemble in the Churches, and to fre- 
quent the Sacraments as heretofore, without being 
* moleſted in any manner dire#ly or indirettly. 
To which his Majeſty's General Anſwers: Grant- 
* ed, as to the free Exerciſe of their Religion? 
leaving the Regulation of Titber to depend on the 
King's Pleaſure. This therefore is one of the 
Conditions, on whieh Canada was ſu econ to the 
Crown of Great -· Britain. Now to th&fpee- Exerciſe 
ef Religion, or to its /ub/ting intire, in an epiſcopal 
Church, and to the unmoleſted Enjoyment of the 
Sacramentst im. a Popiſh one, the Allowance of an 
Epiſcopate is eſſentialꝶy neceſſary. What was here 
ſtipulated was after wads confirined; by Art. iv, of 
the? general Treaty of Peace. But if, after this 
ſolemn Engagement, under the Sanction of tlie 
Crown and the national Authority, that: his Ma- 
jeſty's Popiſſi Subjects in Canada ſhould have the 
free Exerciſe of their Religion, without Moleſtation, 
either direlily or indirely,” a Biſhop, under proper 
Regulations, had been refuſed them; the Pre- 
tence of their ſtill being tolerated would have been 
et e as an a Inſult, as well as a Violation 
k Ant 57 15 99 ach! 79 ae 


Wo. But ſew Headeis need to be inflirmed?” that Ordination 
i one of the Sacraments in the Romith Church. 
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of che oli Faith and Honour. For PE Order 
of Priefts might, as conliſtently with the ſtipu- 


lated 19 5 oi have been refuſed them, as the 


Order of Piſhops. Whether his Majeſty's General 


acted wiſely, or prudently in making this Conceſſi- 


on, or not, is a Queſtion that cannot affect the 
Reputation of the late Archbi „L. will only ob- 

ſerve, in Juſtification of the General, that, in all 
Probability, unleſs a Toleration had been promiſed, 
the Submiſſion and Surrender of the Country could 


not have beeg obtained, wirhout a large Effuſion 


of human od, on both Sides; and, that if he 


| Ri at all, % Nu on. the humane and aue 
S. 


But: Was. 1% ever , that Jn Grace 3 
Airnted in public or private, againſt 'a Meaſure fo 
Leemingly inconſiſtent with the Intereſts and Honour of 
abe Churcb,of England, .and;eyen with be Safety of 
gar Hreteſtant Government? Ib. Perhaps not: 
Fot after che Treaty was egechted, it was tao late 
to remonſtrate, and beſore, there was not an Op- 
ꝓortunity. The whole Affair, 1 humbly conceive, 
turned upon the Situation, f Things at the Time 
fl che Surrender of Canada; which is commonly 
thought to have juſtißed the; General in making 
che Promiſe, and the Nation in confirming it. 
However, as I am able to aſſert on the moſt un- 
queſtionable Evidence, the Archbiſhop often de- 
Aared it to be his o Opinion, both publickly 
and privately, that granting the Canadians an 
;Epiſcopate-was too S Indulgence; and, that 


they would habe accepted, of. partial Toleration, 
mot including the Privilege of a; irefident Biſhop, 


rather than to have riſdiued a Battle under ſuch 


Viſadvantages as then attended them. Be this as 


it may: He e Man = e al meter 
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is ſo limited; and reſtrained, as well as watched, 
that our Prateſtant Government is tolerabiy ſafe 
notwithſtanding the Conceſſion: And if the Go- 
vernment be ſecured, it may then be pronounced, 
that the full Foleration of the Papiſts in Canada 
is not ſo much as ſeemingly inconſiſient, either with 
the Iatereſts or Honour of the Church of England; 
which is willing, as far as the public Safety will 
admit of it, to allow this Privilege to all Deno- 
minations of Chriſtians; however intolerant them- 
ſelves, within the Britiſh Dominions. But what 
the Commentator here ſuggeſts, although ground- 
leſs with Regard to the late Archbiſhop, may 
with great Propriety be retorted upon himſelf and 
his, Abettors. For, was it ever heard that any 
of the Diſſenters oppoſed the Eſtabliſiment of a 
Papiſb E piſcopate in the Colonies; whereas ſumne 
of them have ſhewn themſelves to be the moſt de- 
termined, inveterate and obſtinate Enenſies of a 
Proteſtant one ; While they are to have no more 
Connection with the latter, than with the former? 
We are not backward to confeſs, that tbe To- 
ieee of 4 Popiſh Biſhop at Quebec, Das been 
broug bi as an Argument for eftabliſhing' Prot: — 
Biſhops in the Golonies. p. 58. For we think, that 
when the Government has conſented to a Popiſſi 
Epiſcopate in the Colonies, it is high Time: that 
a Proteſtant one ſhould be allowed to the Mem- 
bers of the national Church. When all his Ma- 
zeſty's. other Subjects; whether Proteſtants. or Pa- 
Piſts,: have. the free Exerciſe of their Religion in 
all its Parts, it is a groſs Diſhonour to the Church 
of England in the Colonies, not to enjoy the like 
Privilege. And whether it is not alſo a Piſhonor 
to the national Character, in the Opinion both of 
Friends and Foes, that the national Church here 
3 18 
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is ſuffered to romain ſo long without the Enjoy 
ment of its own Inttirutions; that it is the laſt, 
already by many: Tears of every Sect or Deno- 
mination of Chriftians;"ithat is provided for in this 
is ſubmiſũively recommended to the 
:Con ſideration of thoſe; who are able to remove 
the Raproach. But that the late Archbiſhop fa- 
voured the Eſtabliſnment of a Popiſh Biſhop in 
Canada, with a View of obtaining Pretedent for 
fertling Church: of Engiund © Biſhops in America, as 
this Writer intimate, is certainly a Miſtake. For 
the epiſcopal Part of the Canadian Eſtabliſnment, 
as has been obſerved; never received his Grace 
Approbation. But notwithſtanding, had he found 
ie neceſfary to uſe ſucli an oblique, inditect Me- 
thod, in order to obtain for the Church of En- 
gland in the Colonies the Toleration in Queſtion; 
the Fault muſt have been Garin,” n. had made 
it meceſſary. 518513100 Dis 5 
+10Ast0 what the Archbiſhop. ys auth Letter, 
the Popiſb Biſbops do in England ©. by-Conmivance” + 
and. the Paſſage quoted by the Commentator from 
his Anfwer to Dr. Mayntw, in which he lays, of 
the Popiſh Biſhops, that they “ reſide here (in 
* England) and perform. every Part of their Funo- 
tion, without Offence and without Obſerationꝰ; 
all his i8 true in the Senſe wherein it is affirmed, 
as the Reader may be farisfied, by eonſulting the 
learned Writer of Three Letters do ibe Author of 
ti Confeſſional *:*\ And it is a natural and proper 
:Ufwof itlie Fact, that is made in the Lewes to Mr, 
Wul Bondi 0) 0 n⁰õο!ł e ot bi of lint pg | 
The next Queſtion s, Whether weed an Ap. 
* pomtinent (of: American Biſhops as is propoſed 
0 Bae veiharfnleſband 1 
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would not ſtir up dangerous Uneaſineſſes, abroad 
< or at home ?** This Queſtion is diſcuſſed with 
great Fairneſs and Candour in the Letter, and the 
Exceptions of the Commentator are generally trifling 
and frivolous. Fhe Caſe of the American Epiſco- 
palians having not petitioned for Biſnops, in the 
Manner that ſome might have expected, was in- 
troduced in the Letter; and the Subject occupies 
no leſs than ſeven Pages in the Commentary, in 
which the Author expoſes his Want of Knowledge, 
and his Want of Candour, and ſtrangely diaſds 
together: Things paſt and preſent. 

At the Time of writing the Letter, there do not 
appear to have been any late Applications from the 
epiſcopal Coloniſts for American Biſhops. | But of 
this, ſays Dr. Secker, the chief Reaſon, I doubt 
„ not, is, that the Inhabitants of the Colonies, 
living at ſuch a Diſtance, and not knowing 
when an Application to the Government might 
be ſeaſonable; and being aſſured, that the Bi- 
ſhops here, and the Society for propagating the 
12 Goſpel, would always be attentive to this Point, 
„Have left it to them.” p. 16. Abundant Evi- 
dence has been repeatedly. laid before the Public, 
that the American Epiſcopalians had, many! Years 
before, expreſſed the moſt. earneſt Deſire: that Bi- 
ſhops might be granted them, and that, being fully 
aſſured | that the Biſhops at home and the Society 
abovementioned would be ſufficiently attentive to 
the Affair, they had left it to them, to _—_ and 
Promote the Appointment. OF fo 

If fo, ſays the Commentator, How comes it, th 
the Biſhops and the Society to whom this Matter was 
Jeft, with fo full Confidence; that: they would al- 
ways berattentive to it, "NEVER etther petitioned. the 
Government: API on. Behalf of thaſe «who: Pult 

*his 


" , * . 2 e 3 a 
Ln i535 SERIE PUSrndttins t---2 


— — — - C — 2 - -—_ — 2 222 —— — — 
* P—_—— o — = 
P 2 | - £ , : < — S EY he >. »*T. © 2 n 3 27 o 


| 4 \ 
* 
Kd 
1 
| 4 
* 


— 1 
* "ey 
"Ta 
Ty 
1 
| * 
. 
bv 
1 
2 
{8 — 
* 


—— 


1 A Free Examimatian | 


this C enflence's in them, or appriſed the Governinent 
of 'tbe earneſt: Deſires f thoſe Colouiſts to have Biſhops 
| fellltd\among them? p. 64. It might as properly 

be:afkedt Why this Writer never attempted to 
anſwer Archbiſbop Secxer's Lotter to: Mr. Wal- 
— or Why he did not intitle: the Anſwer at- 

tempted A Crictcal Commentary? For he inquires 
hy Things had aot been done, which the Public 
knows had been done, in the two Wiege preceed- 
ing that in which the Letter is dated. 

We are told, in Au Account of the Society, drawn 
up by Dr. Kenxer, and publiſhed in 1706, that 
the Want of a Biſhop or Suffragan in thoſe 
„Parts“ (the Britiſn Colonies): vas often com- 
+ plained of in Letters and Reports from thence; 
and was therefore conſidered in ſeveral Com- 
<« mittees (of the Society): And a Committee 
was at laſt appointed to prepare a State of this 
« Matter, in Order to be offered to the Conſi- 
<« deration of the Attorney General, or others of 
« the Queen's Council learned in the Law. 
* Which State was accordingly. prepared, and 
„ called, The Caſe of Suffargan Biſhops for foreign 
% Parts briefly Propoſed, in ſeveral Obſervations 
and Queries.” p. 74. This ſhews that the 1 
ſnhops and the Society, at that Time, were 

perly:aztentive to the Matter that was left to hens; ; 
and took the neceſſary Steps in Order to promote 

Some Time after, they formally addreſſed the 
— on the Subject, and, among other Things, 
ſaid to her : * We cannot but take this Oppor- 
* tunity, farther to repreſent to your Majeſty, with 
the greateſt Humility, the earneſt and repeated 
©, Defires not only of the Miſſionaries, but of divers 
<« ather. confiderable Perſons that are in Communion 
«:wthrour excellellent Church, to have a = 
Th flettle 


«ſettled i in your American Plantations, which we 
« .humby conceive to be very uſeful and neceſſary. 
« foreſtabliſhing the Golpel in thoſe Parts, that 
« they may be better united among themſelves 
« .than at preſent they are, and more able to with; 
« ſtand the Deſigns of their Enemies; that there 
“may be Confirmations, which in their preſent 
State they cannot have the Benefit of; and that 
an eaſy and ſpeedy Care may be taken of all 
the other Affairs of the Church, which is much 
< increaſed in thoſe Parts, and to which through 
your Majeſty's gracious Protection and Encou- 
<-ragement, we truſt that yet a greater Addition 
« will. be made. We humbly pray-Leave to add, 
« that we are informed the French have received 


x, 1 any great Advantages from their eſtabliſhing 
« a Biſhop: at Quebec*,” 


2 


In the next Year's Account of dba n 


ings in this Matter, they ſay : * After the moſt 
« mature Deliberation of a Committee, appointed 
for that, Purpoſe, and of the whole Society 
ce thereupon: A Repreſentation was humbly offered 
% her Majeſty; importing--what Number (of Bi- 
ſhops) was expedient to be ſent . where they 
<« wete to be fed and what Revenues might be 
thought proper for their Support: To which 
her Majeſty was pleaſed to give a moſt gracious 
Anſwer, highly ſatisfactory to the Society; 
and a Draught of a Bill was ordered proper to 
'< be; offered to the Parliament, for eſtabliſhing 
Biſhops and Biſhopricks in America.“ But 
before the Eſtabliſhment was compleated, the 
Queen died; and conſequently. the venerable Pe- 
ee were, for tha Time, eee ot- 
a Na N Withſtan ling, 

2 See the $ As brad for 1712. 

| + The Abfra# for 1713. P. 56. 
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withſtanding; they were not diſcouraged ; for in 
the Beginning of the next Reign they reſolved to 
adhine to their former © Reſolutions ſolemnly de- 
« liberated and agre ed upon,“ relating to the 
propoſed ed « And that Addreffes be 
4 Rode to the (t en) er Sovereign, with all 
« Expedition and moſt ſuitable Application for 
1 the pur ole.” Accordingly the Repreſentation 
of the Caſe, in the Name ot the Biſhops and the 
Society, was, foon after preſented to his Majeſty 
&* in Council,” by the Lord Biſhop of 0 
The Propoſal was moſt graciouſly received by the 
ing, and eyery Appearance was promiſing*; 
bur the wicked Rebellion that Toon broke out, nl 
the Confuſions that attended it, diverted the royal 
Attention from the Subject, and rendered it im- 
proper for the Society to urge it. Thus the Af- 
fair was then dropped; and for a Number of 
Years the Application was not renewed, the So- 
ciety hoping from Time to Time to meet with a 
Fill more favorable Opportunity for the Proſecu- 
tion of their Plan. At length however it was 
agred9, ſoon after the Termination of a general 
War and the Reſtoration: of national Tranquility, 
that the. Matter ſhould be no longer deferred, in 
Expectation of a more favorable Seaſon: And, with 
what becoming Zeal the Biſhops and the Socicty 
renewed their, Application in chalf of the Ame- 
rican Epiſcopalians, who had Jeff it to them to con- 
duct the Affair, the Letter to Mr. Walpole, from a 
"Biſhop and a leading Memher of the Society, is 
one Inſtance by which we may judge, as Biſhop 
' SHERLOCK's Memorial is another. 
I have now anſwered the Connie two 
a, Queſtions, viz. Why rhe DONG and the Society 
| NEVER 


See the Alls for 1714. 
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NEVER petitioned the Government th:mſelves, and, 
Why they nevER appriſed the Government of the 
earneſt Deſires of the Coloniſts, for an American 
Epiſcopate, I hope, to his Satisfaction. And if 
what has been offered, on this Head, interferes 
with his Aſſertion, in p. 65; namely, that 10 


Body ever heard of theſe EARNESHπH DESIRES ef be. 


Coloniſts to give into this Scheme so EARLY as the 
Year 1750, before the Notice given us in this Let- 
ter---I cannot help it. | | | 
Dr. SECKER, in the Courſe of his Argument, 
in ſpeaking of the American Epiſcopalians, ob- 
ferves : That although“ ſome: of them have pro- 
« vided againit enlarging the Juriſdiction of the 


* Commiſſaries ;---none of them have expreſſed 
e any public Reluctance to the Appointment of 


„ Biſhops.” p. 17. To what particular Caſes he 
alludes, in the former Part of this Sentence, I am 
unable to gueſs ; and therefore I cannot diſtinctly 
conſider them. Upon Inquiry, I am not able to. 
find, that any Provincial Act of Aſſembly has 
ever paſſed, or that any public Declaration has 
been ever made, in the American Colonies, with a 
View of preventing the Enlargement of the Juriſ- 
diction given to the Biſhop of London's Commil- 
ſaries; nor indeed could the Juriſdiction of the 
Commiſſaries be enlarged, without a new Com- 
miſſion from the Crown, different from that which. 
had been granted to Biſhop G1Bs0N. The above 


Paſſage probably. alludes. to ſome Tranſactions in 


the Weſt-India Mands, relating to the Commiſ- 
faries, of which I can meet with no Account. 
However, it is affirmed by Dr. SzckER, that no 
public Proofs had been given at the Time of the 
Letter, by the Members of the Church, of any 
Averſion to the Appointment of Biſhops. _ 

| e 
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The Commentator indeed ſuppoſes, that the Go- 
vernment would eaſily conceive with what Reludtanct 
they (the Coloniſts.) would liſten to the . Appointment 
of a ſuperior Power, when they hag been ſo careful 
to provide againſt the Oppreſſion of an inferior. p. 66. 
His Suppoſition is, that when Men ſhew any Dif- 
ke of Oppreſion, or the Abuſe of Authority, 
they muſt alſo neceſſarily diſlike the regular and 
proper Exerciſe of it: A Suppoſition that is 
ſecured againſt a formal Refutation, by its notori- 
ous Abſurdity. 8 

As to the Diſtinction here made of e and 
ae luer Power, it is altogether groundleſs; for it 
has often been ſhewn, that the Juridical Power to be 
_ exerciſed by our future-Biſhops, when the Plan in 

the Letter ſhall be executed, 1s no other than the 

Power which was heretofore exerciſed by the Com- 
miſſaries, and conſequently not ſuperior to it: So 
that our Critic, makes a Dine wheed: there 
| 1s no Difference. 

Beſides, many weighty Reaſons may i d 
fot Men's approving of the ſame Power, when exer- 
ciſed by a Biſhop, which they diſapprove of in the 
Hands of a Commiſſary. Onc Reaſon. for this 
Preference is aſſigned in the Letter to Mr. Wal- 
OLE, viz. That the Exhortations and Directions 
of a Perſon inveſted with the | epiſcopal Cha- 
c rater, would be more regularly and carefully 
< obſerved by the Pariſh Miniſters, than thoſe are 
which proceed from their|Equals;” and ther- 
fore would better anſwer the Purpoſe of ; govern- 
ing the Clergy. In ſhort : A regular Juriſdiction 
over the Clergy, of whatever Denomination, is 
univerſally deſirable; and that Juriſdiction, when 
placed in ſuch Hands as it rightfully belongs to 
* the Conſtication . of the Church wbereof they 


are 
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are Members, rather than in the Hands of other 
Perſons, muſt always be preferred by thoſe that 
conſider themſelves as intereſted in the Honour of 
that Church, or the Conduct of its Clergy. 

The Mention of Commiſſaries has afforded the 
Commentator an Opportunity of ſhining in the 
Way of Narration and Deſcription, as well as of 
Criticiſm, in an Account of the Converſation that 
paſſed on a particular Occaſion, between [Biſhop 
SHERLOCK and Mr. HoopER of Barbados Fd. The 
Reader who is acquainted with this Writer's Fide- 
lity in Quotation, will know how to make pro 
Allowances for a K epreſentation of this Kind, for 
the Truth of which no Quotations are given, nor 
a ſingle Reference made to any printed Accounts 
or Authorities to atteſt its Veracity; and of which, 
the Part aſſigned to Biſhop Su ERL Ox is unworthy 
of his Character, and incredible in itſelf. The 
whole Story related by this an»nymous Writer may 
be a meer Fiction, and indeed ſome Parts of it 
ſcem to border upon the marvellous: At beſt, 
there is ſtrong Reaſon for ſuſpecting that, in the 
Way in which it appears to have been handed 
along for more than Twenty Tears, it has, like 
other Matters of oral Tradition, received many 
fabulous Improvements and Additions, to the 
entire Change of its original Complexion. 

But, ſuppoſing it to have been reſerved with 
literal Exactneſs, and that Mr. Hoop ER expreſſed 
himſelf to the Biſhop in the very Words and Man- 
ner that are repreſented in the Commentary; yet 
there is ſtill farther Reaſon for ſuſpecting, that the 
Account of the Proceedings of the Barbados Com- 
miſſary is partial and unfair. For Mr. HoopER 
appears, from this Repreſentation, to have been 

warm 
8 See his long Note, beginning at p. 67. 
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warm and impetuous during the Converſation; and 
to have behaved towards that great and eminent 
Prelate more like a Bully chan a Gentleman. It is 
needleſs to ſay how unlikely it is, that an Account, 
of ſuch a Nature, given by a paſſionate Man, 
FLould be candid and impartial. But I am per- 
ſuaded that Mr. Hooees is inzured, ab well as the 
Biſhop, by the Repreſentation. It is difficult, at 
this Diſtance of Time and Place, eſpecially as the 
Circumſtances attending it appear not to have been 
publiſhed, to come at the preciſe Truth of the 
Caſe; however, I can produce direct Proof, that 
the Account given in che Commentary is a groſs 
Miſrepreſentation of the Fact, for which either 
Mr. HoopzR, or the Critic, or ſome Body elſe, 
muſt be anſwerable. 

Some T'ime ago, partly from Curioſity, and 
y from a Regard to Truth and Juſtice, the 
Author of theſe Papers wrote to a moſt worthy 
and reſpectable Gentleman of his Acquaintance, 
belonging to Barbados, requeſting of him ſuch 
Information as he was able to give, relating to the 
Caſe under Conſideration. The following Extract 
from his Letter of April 14th, 1772, contains. 
what he ſaid on the Subje&.---<< The ra of 
-« this reſuſcitated Tranſaction was earlier by 
«© Ten. Tears, at leaſt, than the Year 1749. 
In the Vear 1743, after an Abſence of Four 
4 Years, I returned to Barbados, and found that 
vVithin that Period there had been great Revo- 
“ lutions in our Church Livings. The Com- 
-#; miſfary in Queſtion, Mr. W. J. and the unfor- 
s tunate Culprit were then no more. They were 
gone to anſwer for their Conduct to a Tribunal 
from whence there is no Appeal. Their Story 
was almoſt forgotten and buried with e 

enn 0 n ET | 
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«© Yet I remember to have heard in occalionat 
<«' Converſation, that the Commiſſary, in the Diſ- 
play of his ecclefiaſtical\Juriſdiftion, had affect- 
ed too much Parade and Pomp, and in the 
* Adminiſtration of his Office had exceeded the 
* Bounds of Moderation. For this Reaſon when 
the Act which empowered” him to execute. the 
<< Biſhop of London's Commiſſion, expired, it was 
©. ſuffered to fleep in Peace. Yer the fuſpended 
_ « Clergyman was by no Means an unexception- 
« able, nor was the Commiſſaty an unreſpectable, 
« Character. He lived in great Eſteem with his 
« Pariſh, and with the moſt reputable: People in 
« the Iſland. Though warm in his Temper, (for 
« he was a Velſpnan) and ſomewhat lofty in his 
« Carriage, yet, I am perſuaded, he had more 
664. Honour and more Regard to his own Character 


cc than to gratify his Reſentment by a Train of 


* ſuch deteſtable Policy as he ſtands charged with 
.* in the Critical Commentary. The uncenſured 
Offender was---a/ Clergyman who had been a 
« Miſſionary from the Church of Rome, but by the 
9 Rn 2-9 s Arguments was induced 'to.make 
a public Recantation of his Errors, and by A 
Intereſt inducted into à genteel Living. He 
“indeed was charged with ſome Irregularities; — 
« either from the Commiſſary's Tenderneſs to 
Convert of his own begeting, or from his Tieren 
« of reforming him by his parental Admontians, 
<« he eſcaped publick Cenſure.. Mr. Hooper: was 
« 4 Geritleman of our Iflandg'a Member of our 
Council, and of a reſpectable Character; he had 
« ſome Connections with. Mr: Pater, a Mer- 
<-charit of London, who was a Diſſenter. Mr. 
* Hoerxx arrived in Barbados from England) in 
_ the Year 1749, and died won after his l 
4 c 
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It mall be my : Buſineſs---to enquire more par- 
60 ticularly into the Circumſtances of this Affair, 
and to tranſmit to you the Reſult of my In- 
guiries.“ - My worthy Friend however, has 
either r to — or his Letter has mi 
carried? 55, 
Loet the Reader) r now. eaſt the above Ac- 
count of the Barbados Commiſſary, with that which 
is given by the Commentator, and then doubt if he 
can, which is the more probable, or better at- 
teſted. But after all, ſhould it ſtill be ſuppoſed, not 
only that Mr 'Hooees's:Converſition is taithfully 
L eee in the Commentary, but that what he ſaid 
he abovementioned Commiſſary, and the Diſ- 
poſition of the Barbadians, was not at all exagge- 
rated; yet no more can juſtly be inferred from 
it, than that one Wretch impoſed upon a, Biſhop 
of London, and obtained from him a Confidence 
which he did not deſerve; and that the Barbadi- 
aus, once on a certain Time, being diſguſted at 
the Sight of a moſt infamous Abuſe and Proſti- 
tution of eccleſiaſtical Authority, acquired an 
Averſion to the Authority itſelf, in all Shapes. 
Vet it would by no Means follow, nor indeed is 
it Fact, that now, after having had thirty Years 
to grow cool in, they have the ſame Averſion to 
eccleſiaſtical Power tllat they had then; nor, that 
they have any Averſion at all to an Epiſcopate, 
under ſuch Regulations ad; ReſtriQions as the 
preſent Plan ſpecifies; ' +» > - 
Indeed it has been for Want as underſtanding 
the true Deſign, that any American Epiſcopalians 
have ever diſcovered! an Averſion to the Reſidence 
of Biſhops in the Colonies, excepting perhaps a 
few Clergymen, who dread their Inſpection. But 
as to others, when they have objected. againſt an 
[ Epiſcopate 
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Epiſcopate here, it was becauſe they ee the 


iſhops would come armed with temporal Power, 


ay velted with a. Juriſdiction; extending equally 
o Clergymen , and, Laymen, to Churchmen and 
Dies, They. have never objected againſt the 


Epiſcopate propoſed, but on the Suppoſition of 


its being what it is not, and of its having, Quali- 
ties which do not belong to it. They cannot, 
— any Conſiſtency or Decency, bur wiſh, or at 

8a 42 to wiſh, that our Clergy: may be under 
3 regu Government, that our Candidates. may 
be {te without any, Hazard to their Lives or, 
extraordinary: Expences, and that thoſe of out 
Communion who are deſirous of Confirmation 
may have an Opportunity of receiving it, agree: 


1 ro. the Inſtitutions. of the Church. Accord- 


ingly. Pr. Seck ER obſerves; that, at leaſt, before 


any Argument againſt ihe Schame.\can be drawn 


from the Opinion of any of the Celonies, vit 
8 ought to be fair lated to them. p. 19. This 
Obſervation is of capital and eſſential Importance; 
and affects almoſt every Part of the Controverſy 3 


but the Commentator has not taken the leaſt Na- 
tice of it for eg ſhewing Ing: Wiſgom al 


Diſcretion. 5 
The principal Objection chat was offered a: 


gainſt an American Eſpiſcopate, when one Was 
arſt propoſed. in the Reign of CHARLES II. Was, 


e that the whole Endowment was to have been 
« out. of the Cuſtoms; but there is no Founda- 


tion for this Objection, on the Plan before us. 


For, as the Letter aſſerts, and as every Thing pub 


liſhed ſince the, Date of it proves, “ it is not in- 
« tended either to burthen the Crown, or tax 
the Subjeck.“ As if, ſays the Critic, the Gifts 
and Contributions, mentioned juſt after by his Grace, 

L would 
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would be 10 > Burthen upon the Subject I p. 70. 
The voluntary Gifts and Contributions of Men 
will; however, be no Tax upon them, agreeably to 
the Aſſertion; and they will be only ſuch a Bur- 
then, as the Subject will chooſe to bear. Surely, 
4 Man muſt be of a Diſpoſition that is Kragen 
eaptious, who, in ſuch a Caſe, objects in Behalf 
of others, that they will have an Opportunity of 
evtitributing to a Delign' which they wiſh to 
N { | 
But deren a 7575 Grabs Mes; 0 Tas 
the Modeſty o 72 Editors of this Letter, wbb could 
let ſuch à Detlaratien* paſs, after Dr. Thomas 
— Chandler had been at the Pains to calcu- 
late bow inconſiderable a Tax upon the Americans 
would be, to maintain à requifite Number of Ameri- 
can Biſhops ? And bow scunvftir does this Dr. 
tome off Ctoben preſſed upon this Head by Dr. 
Chauncy) wWitb a SILLY QUIBBLING Disreriow 
beteveen, © what it would be equitable to pay,“ 
and, what, no Man, if he denied to pay, would 
deſerve to be conſidered in che Light of a good 
Subject, or Member of Society“ os Theſe Queſ- 
tions have all the Force of ſtrong Affirmations; 
and no-quibbling' Diftin#ions, -within the Power of 
a. Critic, will miſlead a Reader of common Senſe 
to believe, that they were otherwiſe intended. 
The Commentator therefore aſſerts in this Paſſage, 
ifa not expreſsly, yet clearly, among other Things, 
that Dr. Thomas Bradbury Chandler (who, he fallely 
ſays, in another Place, wrote his Appeal in Con- 
ſequence of Inſtructions given by the Archbiſhop) 
| had'contradited the Declaration to Mr. WaLeoLe, 
whieh is, that neither the Crown is to be bur— 
N nr nor the Oy to be taxcd, for the Sup- 
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port of the Epiſcopate propoſed; and, that when 
he was preſſed upon this Head by Dr. ChHauxcv, 
he was able to come off but ſcurvily, and by the 
Help only of a filly quibbling Diſtincdtion. 

Let us now examine the Truth of theſe Af. 
ſertions. And as to the firſt : The Author of the 
Appeal (See Sect. XI.) poſitively and perempto- 
rily denies, that ſuch a Tax was intended, and 
ſhews that there would be but little Need of it. 
And he urges, that, even conſidering the Caſe in 
the worſt Light, and ſuppoſing a Tax ſhould be 
levied to make up the Deficiency of the epiſcopal 
Fund, it would be but trifling, and ſuch as no 
good Subject would think much of paying, when 
impoſed by lawful Authority: But he made this 
Suppoſition, without the leaſt Intimation that, in 
his Opinion, ſuch a Tax would be equitable. Dr. 
Chabxcv, in his Anſwer to the Appeal, pretended 
that a Hint was here incautiouſiy dropped, that 
the Americans would be taxed, and that ſuch a 
Tax was thought equitable,” The charitable Pre- 
tence” of a Hint thus incautiouſly dropped, con- 
trary to plain and poſitive Aſſertions, and the 
forced Inference of an Opinion, which cannot be 
juſtified by the Expreſſions, and which the Au- 
thor of the Appeal was conſcious that he never 
entertained, was all the Preſſing upon this Head 
that he received from Dr. Cyavncy. St. PavL 
might be preſſed in like Manner, and it might be 
proved - againſt him in like Manner, that, in his 
Opinion, an Angel from Heaven micauT preach 
enother Goſpel, materially different from the Goſ- 
pel of Carisr, and that he thought ſuch an E- 
vent probableF. "4 | 4 


And 
+ Gal. 1. 8. | 
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"has as to the ſecond , Point: That * Reader 
may Judge, whether, when thus preſſed, the Au- 
thor, of che Appeal comes off ſeurvily or not, and 
by the Help of a /illy. quibdling Diſtinction only, I 
beg Leave to refer him to the Paſſage in the Reply 
to Dr. Cuauncyyh; by which he will ſee, whether 
the latter does not come off the moſt. ſcurvily of 
the Two, or rather, whether he was able to come 
off at, all. Dr. Crarcy: himſelf ſeems to have 
had no great Opinion of his own, Succeſs, in this 
Part of his Diſpute; for althoug gh he wrote after- 
wards near 200 Pages by Way of Rejoinder to 
the Appeal Defended, he did. 5 think proper to 
reſume this Subject, while he is well known to 
have been heartily diſpoſed to avail himſelf of 
every poſſible Advantage, Whether relating to the 
main Point or not. 

The. late Archbiſhop. takes Notice, that the 
Preſpyterians or Independents. of New-Enpland had, 
not long before, ſignified their Diſlike of an 
American Epiſcopate; and he ſays, that ſhould 
they perſiſt in ohjectipg againſt the cœeling of 
the Clergy: and Members of che horch, their 
going thither in this Manner might be omited. 
This, I humbly. conceiye, is too large a Conceſ- 
Non; as it ſacrifices che religious Rights of Thou- 
land of his Majeſty's beſt Subjects to unreaſonabie 
Hrejudice. Should the Anti- Epiſcopalians of 
New- England, object againſt our Clzrgy's officiating 
in the epiſcopal Congregations among them, for 
the ſame Reaſons, that might. be omited tog. But 
although his Grace went evidently too far, through 
an exceſſive Tenderneſs to thoſe who had ſhewn 
but little Tenderneſs to the Church, and to oblige 
{= A | them 

; The Appeal defended. p. 249. 
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them conſented that the eſtabliſhed Chureli of the 
Nation ſhould never be compleatly tolerated in that 
Part of his, Majeſty's Dominions; yet he has been 
treated, by ſome of their profeſſed Advocates, and 
particularly by the Critical Commentator, with * ſuch 
« unexampled Wantonneſs of Abuſe, as he would 
« ſcarce have deſerved, had he attempted. to era- 
* dicate Chriſtianity out of America, and to intro- 
« duce Mabometaniſm into its Room d. And the 
generous Uſe which the laſt- mentioned Writer 
makes of the Conceſſion i is, that afterwards ĩt would 
not be worth while to ſend Biſhops to the other 
Colonies, where they would be freely admitted. 
But, in Order to come to his Point, he fetches 
a long Circuit. I is well known, ſays he, that the 
Society's Miſſionaries in New-England have always 
been more, in à double Proportion ati leaſt, than in 
the other Provinces of America. In the Year 1761, 
about Thirty Miſſionaries were ſtationed in New- 
England, while in New-York, New-Jerſey, Penn- 
ſylvania, North-Carolina, South-Carolina, Georgia, 
the Bahama Iflands - and Barbados, there were no 
more than Forty nine: For which he refers to Dr. 
Mavnew. p. 72. But Dr. Maynew, with the 
ſame Propriety and Accuracy, might have added 
Virginia, Maryland, Jamaica and the other Iſlands, 
to increaſe the Number of Governments, and have 
left out New-York and New. Jerſey, to leflen the 
Number of Miſſionaries, not belonging to New-Eng- 
land, in Order to make the Contraſt more ſtricking. 
For in his Account Barbados is inſerted, to which 
the Society never undertook to ſend Miſſiona- 
ries at all; and Nova- Scotia and - Newfoundland 
are omited, in which ſeveral Miſſionaries at that 
Time were actually employed. What he calls abont 
7. Fa 


See his Grace's Liſe. p. Xxxviii. 
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Thirty Mimonaries in Neto- England, were exactly 
Twenty Seven: And! as Nero-Eugland conſiſts of 
Four Gblonies, the Number of Miſſionaries there, 
on an Average, was not Seven to a Colony. 

But not meaning to enlarge on this Subject, nor 
to repeat what has been fully ſaid upon it on ano- 
ther Occaſiont , I wilt only obſerve in general, that 
it was the Deſign of the Society, from its earlieſt 
Inſtitution, to aſſiſt thoſe epiſcopal Congregations 
only, which were unable to provide Miniſters for 
themſelves ; and, that there were more ſuch Congre- 
gations in New. England than in the other Colonies, 
excepting perhaps Norib-Carolina, for which the 
Miſſionaries wanted could not fo eaſily be obtain- 
ed. The Society do not appear to have given any 
Preference to the Congregations in New-England, 
unleſs when they were thought to be the propereſt 
Objects of their Charity, on Account of their Po- 
verty,---their Willingneſs to exert: themſelves for 
the Support of their Miniſters, according to their 
Ability their earneſt Importunities for Afliſtance--- 
and their apparent Diſpoſition to improve by it. 
Where thoſe Circumſtances all concur, the Congte- 
gation mult neceſſarily be thought more worthy of 
the Society's Charity, 'than where ſome of them are 
wanting; and where Congregations, in other Parts, 
have been in fimiliar ' Circumſtances, they have 
been equally regarded by the Society, with thoſe 
in New*England.” 1 85 
Indeed, till of late Years, there was one Hard- 
ſhip peculiar to the epiſcopal Congregations in 
Nere-Eugland,; which muſt have ſtrongly recom- 
mended them 'to the Socicty's Charity; I mean 
that while they were unable to maintain their own 
Miniſters,” they were obliged to contribute to the 


Support 


1 See the Appeal farther difended. p. 191, 
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Support of Miniſters for other People. ut the 
Caſe was different in all the reſt of the Colnnies. In 
ſome of them the epiſcopal Clergy were honourably 
ſupported by their Pariſhes, and needed no foreign 
Aſſiſtance; for which, Reaſon Miſſionaries were ne- 
ver ſent to Virginia and Maryland. In South-Caroliua 
the een generally become able 19 ſupport 

their Miniſters; and therefore the Society had been 
for ſome Fime withdrawing their Miſſions from 
that Province. About Thirty Years-ago the So- 
ciety expended annually 4. 480 Sterling. in main- 
taining their Miſſions in South-Carolina ; but in 
1761 they had reduced the Sum to J. 150 and 
now, they have but one Miſſionary in the Province, 
and his Labors are confined to the poor Palatines. 
And when the Congregations in Nerv · England ſhall 
| be in li eCircumſtances with thoſe in South-Carolinag; 
there is no Room to doubt that the — 
treat them in the like Manner. 

The Commentator having thus — the Yiley 
by. ung, his Facts, proceeds to his Inference, from 
the Arch iſhop' s Concethon.,If---the per/anal: mini. 
ftrations of. a Biſhop in New-England,: where there 
are Thirty epiſcopal Churches,. may be omited; it feemis 
ſearce worth while:to ſend. Biſhops; with the expenſive 
Appointments, ſuitable: ta the: Nignity of their Cha: 
racter, to preſide over Forty vine Mifuonarits diff 
through Kipht extenſive Provinces;awhere even the u 
gle Ceremouy. of Confirmation; torhe:completely exerciſed, 
could hardly be performed by the Labors of Ten or 4 
Dozen Biſhaps, if the uninſtructed Negroes are lo be 
taken into the Account. Ib: Such a Sentence, from | 
a nee Critic, is Nr a enn Such a 


4 "IS 3. x84 ad 


11 The Society . nel Sion their ER, of 
4 50, ſterling from the Church at N, ew-Port, Rhode-Tland, 
25 4 is become able to ſupport itſelf, 
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Groupof wild Suppoſitiohs, Blunders and Abſut- 
dities, within ſo ſmall a Compaſs, is hardly to be 
paralleled f (.) It is here ſuppoſed that the Biſhops 
in Queſtion are to preſide over the Mſjonaries only: 
Whereas4t was always propoſed afd intended, that 
ey ſhould preſide over: the whole Body of the 
epiſcopal Clergy in the Colonies; of which the 
Miſſionaries make: hut à ſmall Part: (2.) It is 
ſuppoſed that the ſole Buſineſs of the Biſfiops will 
he to ſuprrintend the Miſſionaries or 'Clergy : 
Whereas one of the moſt important Branches of 
the Office always propoſed to be exerciſed by them 
is to ardaiu our Candidates for holy Orders, that 
cheyi may be no longer ſubjeck to the Danger and 
Erpenoé of 4 Voyage to England; and another 
is; to: confirm ſuch Lay- Members of the Church 
as defue it. (30) It M füppoſed thäk a Biſhop reſid- 
ing in America, withiodt going into New. England 
cannot ſuperintend the Miſſionaries there to any 
Futpoſe: Wuereas, hile he reſides in a neighbour- 
ing Colony, he may govern them perhaps as ef- 
fectuadlly, although not ſo contveniently, #9 if he 
were ſometimes perſonally to viſit them; and the 
New-England Candidates might receive Ordination 
from him, without any great Trouble; Expence, 
or Loſs of Time; and many Members of the 
Church, belonging to thoſe four Colonies, might 
have rtunities of being donfHrmed by hum. 
It is ſuppoſed tſiat if the Epiſeopaians in New- 
England, for a certain local Reaſon; ſhould be re- 
fuſed the Enjoyment of their religious Rights, the 
Epiſcopalians in a large Number of extenſive Pro- 
vines, where there is no ſuch Reaſon againſt it, 
mays. for the ſame Reaſon, be refuſed the Enjoy- 
ment of. their religious Rights too: Whereas it 
might well be <vorth while to provide for a large 
e e M,.,jjority 
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Majority of the American Epiſcopalians, although 
the remaining Minority could receive no Benefit 
from that Proviſion. (5:) It is ſuppoſed, before the 
Sentence is concluded, that be Ceremony of Confir- 
mation is to make no ſmall Part of the Buſineſs of 
an American Biſhop + Whereas; in the former Part 
of the Sentence; it is aſſumed as a Fact, that his only 
Buſineſs will betoyprefide over the Miſſtonaries. (6.) 
It is aſſigned as a Reaſon why Biſhops ſhould not 
be ſent to America, that even one Part of the Work 
of an Arnericin Biſhop can hardly be performed by 
Ten or a Dogen o Biſpops: Whereas all but Critics 
and Idiots would judge, * the more Work there 
is for Biſhops in America, che ſtronger the Reaſon 
is for ſending chem to America (J.) It is argued, 
that an American Biſkop, if New-Enzland be ex- 
oluded from his — would not have Buſineſs 
enough to juſtify h isexpenſve Appointment : Where- 
as, it is ſuppoſed, in the fame Breath, that only one 
Part of his Work, out of New-England, is as much 
as could be performed by Ten or 4 Degen Biſhops. 
I could go on-: But enough has been ſand, ro 
ſhew the Accuracy of our Critic, 

Dr. SecxeR- imagined that the known: Mildnefs 
of the Biſhops at home now, and for a long Courſe 
of ears paſt, would have a Tendeney to prevent 
Uncaſineſſes and Jealouſies in the Minds of Ame- 
ricans under the Epiſcopate propoſed, eſpecially 

when it ſhould be generally known, that the Bi- 
ſhops to be ſent to che Colonies are to have no Ju- 
riſdiction at all over the Laity. The Commentator 
replies, that this Mildneſs of the Engliſh Biſhops 
is conſidered by other Ranch Oburchmen, as an un- 
happy Relaxation of that ancient Diſcipline, whith 
the Church wiſhes, in one of ber Offices, to have 
n Of this Complexion, ſays he, is the zealous 

M 


Dr. 
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Dr. a Bradbury Chandler, ubm every one 
now underſtands-t0 ſpeak. the real, undiſguiſed Senſe 
of Dr. SECKER, both in the Appeal, and in bis 
Defence f it. p. 7. In the Office here refered 
to, the Church wiſhes no mote, in my humble 
Opinion, than that be Times would admit of that 
primitive Diſcipline which is mentioned in the De- 
claration; and not that the Biſhops woblcl exereiſe 
it, without. Nec to the Sentiments or Prejudices 


pep than to Edification, according, to che Apoſtle O 
juſt Diſtinction when ſpeaking. of the Exerciſe of 
eccleſiaſtical Authority. For ſoon; after that Of- 
fice was compoſed, Biſhop JewzLsapbom every one 
underſtands; to have ſpoken the real, undiſguiſed 
Senſe of the Church of England, in his celebrated 
Apology aſſerts, in the Name of the Church: As 
far, as the preſent Times, and the preſent State 
„ of Manners, in this Age of general Corruption, 

« ll admit af, we. do. carefully adminiſter eccleſi aſ- 
de tical Diſcipline.” And therefore a Man may 
join with the Churgh in wiſhing for the Reſtoration 
of the primitive Diſcipline, and at the ſame Time 
be- of Opinion that; as much Diſcipline is actually 
exerciſed, as the Limes will bear, and heartily ap- 
prove of the, Mildneſs of our 1 Biſhops 1 in 
driving it no farther, ; 

As do the Mildneſs of the Engliſh "7 hang it 
genie in a Diſpoſition. to favour religious Li- 
berty, or in a Wallingnels that Men ſhould think 
and act for themſelves in Matters of Religion, 
without any Deſire of compelling them to con- 
form to the national Eſtabliſhment. I never un- 
derſtood that this Mildneſs was looked upon, by 
the moſt fanch Cburchmen, as any Relaxation at 
allof that Diſcipline Which the Church wiſhes for, 


IG much 
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much leſs an unbappy one; and I am very certain 
that the zealous Dr. Thomas Bradbury Chandler does 
not look upon. it in that Light; who has often, 
both publickly and privately, ſpoken of it with 
Applauſe, and boaſted of it as an Honour to the 
Church of England. 

But what has all this to do with the Affair of 
an American Epiſcopate? Why, it ſeems, the 
Perſon whom every one now underſtands to ſpeak the 
real, undiſguiſed Senſe of Dr. Secker, in one of his 
Publications, ſays: We think that a ftri Diſcipline, 
with Regard to the American Clerg y, might be exer- 
ciſed under an Epiſcopate. This is certainly expected: 
It is an important Part of our Plan. p. 74. Very 
true; but nothing to the Purpoſe. The Objec- 
tion againſt an American Epiſcopate has been, that 
the Americans would be uneaſy under the Juriſ- 
diction of Biſhops. The Anſwer to it has been, 
and is, that the Biſhops propoſed are to have no 
Juriſdiction at all over the Americans, excepting 
the epiſcopal Clergy ; and therefore, that this gene- 
ral Odjection is groundleſs. The Commentator ſtill 
endeavours to ſupport it, by proving it to be in- 
tended, that a ſtrict Diſcipline ſhall be exerciſed 
over the epiſcopal Clerz , 10 no others are ſpoken 
of in the Paſſage he has quoted; miſtaking, for 
the Objection under his Conſideration, what is no 
Part 17 it, and has never been objected. 

From hence we may judge of the Propriety of 
an Obſervation in his next Paragraph, viz. While 
bis Grace is aſſuring You, that * no more Autho- 
« rity is deſired for American Biſhops, than the 
« 'Diſſenting Miniſters exerciſe here by Law, or 
« Popiſh Prieſts and Biſhops by Connivance ;” 
Pr. Chandler. whoſe Inftruftions are of a later 
Dgte, betrays bis oton, and bis Purtys Expectations, 

that 
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that. © a ſtrict primitive Diſcipline, with Re- 
ſpect to the Americah Clergy,” WITHOUT Dis- 
TANGO may be exerciſed under this new. Epiſco- 

75. But if the Diſſenters in England ex- 
tet a ſtrict Diſcipline oyer their, own Miniſters, 
and are allowed“ by Law” to do fo, and the 
Papiſts do the ſame by Connjvance,“ as his 
Crace intimates; then the Aſſertion, that the A- 
merican Biſhops are expected to exerciſe a ſtrict 
Diſcipline over their Clergy, has not ſo much as 
any Appearance of being inconſiſtent with the 
Aſſurance given by the late Archbiſhop. 

The Commentator ſpeaks, of the Aſſertion, as 
relating to the American Clergy without Diftin®i- 
on; inſinpating that it was confeſſed that the A- 
merican Clergy, of all Denominations, and with- 
out Diſtinction, were to be under this ſtrict epiſ- 
copal Diſcipline, But he muſt know, at leaſt 

every other Reader knows, that no ſuch Thing 
was intended. The Author, in bis Appeal, = 
its Defences, whenever he ſpeaks of the Church or 
the Clergy, without Diſtinction, is known always to 
mean the Church of England only, and the Clergy of 
that Church, In his Opinion, within, the King- 
dom of England and 1ts Colonies, which he con- 
fiders as Territories thereunto belonging, the eſta- 
bliſhed Church of the Nation may, with Propriety, 
be called ze Church, by Way of Emphaſis, and 
her Clergy, the Clergy. Nor does this Mode of 
Expreſſion, imply an Opinion, that there are no, 
other Churches nor Clergy in the Kingdom; any 
more than ſpeaking of London under the Title or 
the City, Would imply an Opinion that there are 
no other Cities in the Kingdom; or than calling 
this Writer be Critic, would imply an, Opinion 

that there, are Ro other Critics. in the Kingdom, 
8 
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As to the Diſputes. that might be occaſioned in 
England by the Eſtabliſhment of an American 
Epiſcopate, it was Dr. -Szcxzr's Opinion, that 
they would not be of much Conſequence, nor 
worthy of any Regard from the Government. 
With Reſpect to Pampblets, he obſerves to Mr. 
WareoLe, that the moſt virulent opes are pub- 
e liſhed daily againſt Church and State, which 
yet give the Government no Terror at all.“ 
No: Nt ſo much indeed, the Commentator DARES 
ſay, as his Grace thought they. ſhould have given 
judging by his own Feelings; no Man perhaps, of 
his Station, having ever been more terrified and dif 
quieted by Pamphlets and Letters in News Papers on 
Church. Matters, that tbe late Dr. Secker. p. 76. 
But they who were infinitely better acquainted with 
him ſay, that all this is “ an abſolute Falſhood;“ 
and that he was not ferriſſed at all on ſuch Occa- 
ſions, but only /erry that Diſputes ſhould. be 
brought forward, which had a Tendency to keep 
up a party Spirit, and to ſour Men's Tempers to- 
wards one another. 

As to that Part of the Objection, that the Epit⸗ 
copate would raiſe a Clamour among the Piſſenters 
at home, Dr. Se ckER juſtly obſerves, that a few. 
1 buſy warm Men are not the Body of the Diſſen- 
« ters”; and conſequently, we are not to judge of 
the whole from ſuch Samples. Although. ſome of 
them might be offended by an Appointment that 
would promote the Intereſt and Honour of the 
Church, without injuring other People; Ft: 80 
cool. and. candid, .Men. belonging to that B 
which it is hoßped amount to a large Maj — 
would ſee that 1 it. afforded no juſt Cauſe for Com- 

plaint. The late Dr. SAMUEL CHANDLER confeſſed. 
this repeatedly to Dr. Secker and others; * 


4 
* 
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Dr. Avery is credibly reported to have confeſſed 
the ſame to Arthbiſhop HrzrnG. | 

' The Commentator” gives up Dr. Cnannier as 
indefenfible; and ſays that his Connexion with the 
Archbiſhop aid him ino Credit with the Diſſen ters, 
He ſhould have ſald, with .a few buſy warm Men 
amongſt them, like himſelf; for as to others, they 
have often ſpoken, and ſtill ſpeak, of that Connexion 
as reflecting Honour Loth © on Dr, SECKER and Dr. 
CianDLER, 

But as to what is reported of the Candour of Dr. | 
Avery, the Commientator diſputes the Fact. He 
repreſents him to Have been, on the other Hand, a 
truly vu cvarm Man, hot-headed'and obſtinate, and 


not likely to be convinced by all the Arguments that 


could be offered him. This, I am perſuaded, 18 
not the true Character of Dr. Avr RY, whoſe. Name 


has been often mentioned with Reſpect, by the 


Members of the Church. But if he was as bold 
with the Miniſtry, and as active in oppoſing the 
Epiſcopate in Queſtion, either without underſtand- 
ing the Nature of it, or after it was explained to 
him, as the Commentatur pretends that he was, it is 
a great Blemiſh in his Character. And if the Body 
of the Diſſenters now approve of ſuch Conduct, it 
is a great Blemiſh in theirs; as it ſhews that the 
evil Spirit of Intolerance ſtill poſſeſſes them 


of Intolerance, even towards the Members of that 


Church, to which the are themſelves indebted 
for a more com pleat Tolerntion, than is, or has 
been, allowed to Ly other Diſſenters in Chriſtendom.” 
And fhould it be Hund, upon Fnquity; that they 
are in Reality, thus intblerant, they” wil have no 


| Right to expect farther Favours from the Govern- 


ment, ein they become more worthy of them; as 
C N ; they 
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they may now themſelves judge, from hat paſſed 
on a late Oechſiong .: It 07 voing Meute 
It is indeed very extraordinary, that the Diſſen- 
ters, who “t demand as a Matter of ſtrict Juſtice, 
+. the full exerciſe of their Religion” in England, 
ſhould inſiſt that the Epiſcopalians in America, 
5. ſhall not, even in thoſe Provinces where they are 
* the eſtabliſhed Church, have the full Exerciſe of 
e theirs,” as Dr. SECKER argues. p. 32, of. his 
Letter. The Commentator very awkardly endea+ 
vours to avoid: the Force of this Obſervation, p. 83 
but all his Efforts ſerve only to diſcover his 
Embarraſſment. Although he attempts it, he can 
neither prove, nor make it; probable; that the 
Diſſenters do not demand for themſelves. a. full 
Toleration under the national Eſtabliſnment in 
England, which is the firſt Branch of the Obſerva- 
tion againſt which he is ſtruggling; nor do; we 
blame them for demanding, it, if with proper 
Decency and Reſpect to Government, in Caſe they 
think themſelves not in Poſſeſſion of it. Nay, he 
s ; | ; 1 a ff. - et. 11 2 does 

t About Two Years ago, ſome of the Diſſenters applied 
to the Legiſlature, for a Repeal of certain Clauſes in te A. 
of Toleration, which required Subſcription from their Miniſters 
to the general Doctrines of the Proteſtant Religion. And 
when their Caſe was debated in Parliament, it was ſuggeſted, 
on the other Side, that the Oppoſition: which had been made 
againſt the propoſed American E piſcopate was originally occaſioned 
by the Diſſenters. When this Fact was mentioned, a reſpec- 
table Member of the Houſe, who ſupported their. Cauſe, 
** with Zeal and Integrity, declared; that were he convinced, 
that the Oppoſition proceeded from the Diſſenters, he 
* would at once drop the Cauſe then in his Hands,” But 
it appears, ſo far as the Commentators Teftimony is of Weight, 
that the Diſſenters, at leaſt ſome of them, with Dr. Avex x 
at their Head, actually did occaſion the Oppoſition above- 
mentioned, See a. judicious and candid LeTTER 7o the 
Proteſtant Difſenting Miniſters who lately ſolicited Parliament | for 
FURTHER REL1E#?; dated May 21,1772, and publiſhed by 
FLEXNEY, p. 33. 0 10. 1 


goes not make it appear, that they do not at preſent 
_ actually enjoy the full Exerciſe of their Religion, 
in all its Parts; and that it is not ſomething more 
for Which they are contending. He pretends 
indeed; that they are excluded from ſome of their 
natural Rigbis, on account of their Religion; but, 
abcording to his own Explanation, the natural 
Rig kx of our Critic, are neither more nor leſs than 
What conſiſtent Writers call political Privileges. 
Some of theſe the Government does, and probably 
will, think proper to reſerve for its ſureſt and beſt 
Friends, which ate certaimly they who are well 
affected to both Parts of the Conſtitution; but in 
khis there is no Violation of the natural Rigblis of 
thoſe who are of a different Character: 
And as to the other Branch of the Obſervation, 
khat the Diſſenters notwithſtanding their Demand 
of the full Enjoyment of Religion for themſelves, 
40 pet inſiſt chat the Epiſcopalians in America 
Mall not have the full Enjoyment” of theirs; this 
Writer has the Aſſurance to undertake the Juſtifi- 
cation of it, in the Face of the Public ! For ſuch 
à Cauſe, he may be a ſuitable Advocate; but no 
gaad Cauſe can ever profit, By ſuch a Defender. 
| — — the Commentary he ſhews, againſt the 
Members of the Church, the Intolerance of a 
Diſciple of Dominic; and, in Favour of his own 
Se Partiality and Bigotry of an ignorant 
ApII TI. 3: | H ae 16 ae 54 
Blinded with inveterate Prejudice, he is unable 
to ſee Objects that are placed in full Light before 
him; or elle, from Perverſeneſs of e 
3 L U ei 3 E 
t In extolling Liberty we can join with You ; in the. 
<< Vanity of pretending to have contributed moſt to its 
% Fitabliſhnient we can bear with You ; but in the low 
*<\ Cunning of pretending {till to be under Reſtraints, we can 
*© neither join nor bear with You.” Biſhop WAR BURTON. 
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he will not confeſs that he ſees them, when he 
actually does. He will deny their Exiſtence, or 

at leaſt put on the Appearance of denying it, 
when they are viſible to every Eye but his on; 
and then go on to abuſe others for ſeeing them. 

Thus, for Inftance, in the Caſe immediately be- 
fore us, he pronounces that a plain, ſimple Aſſer- 
tion of a notorious Fact is a Miſrepreſentation; 
and then proceeds as if the Fact were not true. 

His Grace, ſays he, could not produce any legal Au- 
thority for ſaying, that the epiſcopal Church of En- 
gland, is the eſtabliſhed Church in any of the Colo- 
"mes. p. 82. Here, he either proſtitutes his critical 
Talents to the deſpicable Trade 'of the meaneſt 
quibbling, with a Deſign to miſlead his more ig- 
norant Readers; or elſe he denies as indiſputable 
a Fact, as that Epiſcopacy is eſtabliſned in En- 
gland. For in all the old Colonies to the ſouth- 
ward of Pennſylvania, and in all the Engliſh Hands 
in the Weſt- Indies, excepting in ſome Degree thoſe 
that were ceded by the laſt Treaty of Peace, the 
epiſcopal Church of England 1s properly eſtabliſhed. 

All thoſe Colonies and Iflands are divided into 
Pariſhes----all thoſe Pariſhes have Churches----all 
thoſe Churches have ReFors, in epiſcopal Orders, 
who are required to uſe the Liturgy of the 
Church of England---all thoſe Rectors have Sala- 
vito, raiſed by a Tax levied on their reſpective Pa- 
Tiſhes---and all the Taxables tn thoſe Pariſhes, of 
every Denomination, are obliged to pay their 
Quotas of the Tax: And if all this does not a- 
mount to an Eſtabliſpment of the epiſcopal Church 
of England in ſome of the American Provinces, in 
the Senſe wherein the Archbiſhop aſſerts it, there 
is not an Eſtabliſhment on Earth. 
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In Juſtification of the Oppoſition made by the 
Diſſenters at home to the propoſed Epiſcopate, 
the Commentator pleads, that it was their Concern 
for, and their Deſire to preſerve to the Americans of 

their own ANTI-EPISCOPAL Perſuaſion, the full Ex- 

erciſe of their civil and religious Rights, (which 
they apprehended upon good Grounds, might be en- 
croached upon, by the Admiſſion of Biſhops into any of 
the American Provinces) that occaſioned their Vigi- 
lance. Ib. So far as the Preſervation of the civil 
and religious Rights of their Friends was the Ob- 
ect, I think them not blameable, but commend- 
able, in purſuing it. The Diſſenters above-men- 
tioned were undoubtedly right, in endeavouring 
to ſecure to the Americans of their own anti-epi/- 
.copal Perſuaſion the Enjoyment of their Privileges, 
1f they thought them endangered, by all fair and 
egitable Methods. But they had no Right to in- 
terfere with the religious Privileges of other Peo- 
ple, on any remote Suſpicion of Danger to their 
Friends. If their Oppoſition to the propoſed Epiſ- 
copate ſhould ſucceed, they were certain that the 
American Epiſcopalians would be without the full 
Exerciſe of their Religion; whereas, if the Epiſco- 
pate ſhould be eſtabliſhed, they could not be certain 
that their American Friends would be injured by 
it: And, in ſuch a Caſe, they ſhould have known 
better, than to do a certain Evil, for the Sake of 
avoiding a doubtful one, of the ſame Kind. Dr. 
. Maynew could have taught them better Caſu- 
iſtry, who ſays, in a Paſſage already quoted, that 
the Apprehenſions of what may poſſibly or 
probably be the Cenſequence of Biſhops being 
. < ſent hither, ought not to put us” (muchleſs ought 
it to put others who are not ſo nearly intereſted) 
< on infringing the religious Liberty of our Fellow- 
Subjects.“ | It 
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It is not every Kind of Epiſcopate, that is dan- 
rous to the religious Liberty of thoſe that diſſent 
Fen it; and before the Oppoſition was made to 
the Epiſcopate in Queſtion, it would have been 
proper to have examined into the Nature and 
Deſign of it. It would then have been found that 
nothing was propoſed, but what ſeveral buſy, warm 
Diffenters, both at home and in the Colonies 
have themfelves'confeſfed to be conſiſtent with the 
Safety of their own Priviteges, a 


* + * 


Mr. Nzar fays : The King may appoint Dig- 
« nitaries---without” invading the Liberties of his 
«© Difſenting Subjects. If religious Eftabliſhments 
i were to be ſtript of their judicial Proceſſes, and Civil 
« SJuriſdiclion, no Harm couldbe feared from themꝗ“. 
As the Epiſcopate under Conſideration therefore 
was to be intirely without any judicial Proceſſes and 
Civil Furiſdifion, na Harm could be reafonably ap- 
prehended from it, in the Opinion of this warm 
Diſſenter. A late Writer on the Side of the 
Diſſenters ſays, in the London Chronicle of May 6th, 
1769, that it is a Matter of Fuftice to the 
Americans, which all our own Writers have 
«© uniformly denied them, that they have no Sort of 
* Objeion to their Epiſcopalian Brethren having 
* Church Officers called Biſbops or any others 
* amongſt them, that they, chuſe. They only 
object to Lords Biſhops being ſent over with 
Authority from the Legiſlature of Great-Britain 
% with Power and Titles of worldly Pre-eminence.” 

That this Writer is not miſtaken in his Opinion 
of the Juſtice due to his American Brethren, may 
be proved from the Declarations of ſome of the 
warmeſt Advocates that have appeared, in Behalf of 
thoſe wha are of the anti-epiſcopal 8 

0 N fear of + +4 NZ ö the 
t Pref. to Vol. IV. of the Hiſfory of the Puritans, 
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the American Colonies. Dr. Crauncy. is one 
upon this Liſt; and he confeſſes that, “ if they 
(che American Epiſcopalians) think Biſhops, in 
< their appropriated: Senſe, were conſtituted by 
« Chriſt or his Apoſtles, we object not a Word 
<« againſt their having as many of them as they 
<« pleaſe, if they will be content to have them 
*. with Authority altogether derived from Chriſt|,” 
The American M hig, a Writer of no ſmall Fame 
in the Colonies, is another upon the Liſt: And he 
ſays The Coloniſts have not as yet that I know 
*. of, made any Objections againſt the Epiſcopalians 
* haying Primitive Biſhops. Such I believe would 
& give no Umbrage to People of other Denomina- 
ens... 1 en 
„Should it be aſked: Why the Writers laſt 
mentioned ſtill continued to oppoſe the Epiſcopate 
in Queſtion, after ſuch Conceſſions made in Favour 
of it? It is more than 1 can anſwer in a ſatis- 
factory Manner, or in ſuch a Way as to reconcile 
the apparent Inconſiſtency of their Conduct. For 
it is well known by the Public, that the Epiſcopate 
which they oppoſed, was exactly ſuch as they al- 
lowed to be harmleſs, and liable to no reaſonable 
Objections. They ſeem therefore to have acted an 
the ſame Principle that the Diſſenters in England 
acted upon, in the Time of Dr. Avery, in their 
Oppoſition to this. Epiſcopate, and muſt be in- 
cluded with them in the fame Condemnation, or 
Juſtification. It muſt. either be ſuppoſed, that they 
did not (and no other Reaſon can be aſſigned for 
this, than becauſe they would not) underſtand the 
Nature of it; and ſo were governed by an obſti- 
nate and blind Zeal, not knowing what they were 
e ee eee 
Dr. Cnauvxcr' Anſewer to the Appeal. p. 180. 
+ Namb. xxli. F 


Of the Critical Commentary. 10 . | 


about, which is notwithſtanding the beſt Excuſe 
that can be made for them: Or elſe, they objected | 
to a Thing confeſſedly innocent, becauſe a different 
Thing, in their Opinion, was exceptionable , 
which is like the Witdom and Juſtice of imputing 
the Crimes of ſome imaginary Delinquent to an 
innocent and worthy Man, and then puniſhing 
him on Account of that Imputation. For my 
Part, I know of no other Alternative. If any 
one can aſſign a better Reaſon for their Con- 
duct, he can do ag eſſential Service to the Repu- 
tation of many Gentlemen, both in England and 
in America, of the anti epiſcopal Perſuaſion. 
After what has been offered, there is nothing 
remaining in the Critical Commentary, that can be 
deemed worthy of Notice. I have conſidered all 
the moſt plauſible Objections, that have been 
made in it, againſt the late Archbiſhops Letter to 
Mr. W aLeoLE, or againſt any Parts bf it: And 
I flatter myſelf. that enough has been ſaid to con- 
vince. every Reader, whoſe Mind is not blinded by 
Prejudice, or ſophiſticated, by Criticiſm, that the 
Arguments in that Letter, in Support of the Ex- 
pediency of ſuch an American Epiſcopate as is 
prope opoſed, are ſtrictly unanſwerable, and that the 
ppoſition whugh has been made to it is very: un- 
. ie 1 av? 
As to the Paſtſerigt to the ne in which 
our Critic plays on ſome Expreſſions of the 
learned Dr. Markham, the preſent Biſhop of Cbeſ- 
ier; ſince his Lordſhip thinks what cbncerns him- 
ſelf in the Poſtſcript too trifing for public Ani- 
madverſion, I ſhall paſs it by. What the Critic 
alſo there ſays, relating to the late Dr. J. Bun rox, 
is exactly in the ſame Strain; and therefore it ſhall 
be treated with the ſame deſerved nn 
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Upon ng whole. It appears to me, that the 
ComMMibit atts has notor:oufly offended againſt Truth 
and Juſtice in many Parts of his Performance, 
and ſhamefully violated the Laws of Decency and 
good Manners through the whole of it. How 
far his Tranſgreſſions may have been wilful, or 
how far lle may have been blinded and mil 
Seided by Party-Zeal, is beſt Khown to himſelf. 
The following Character, which Mercury gives 
of another Critien, may perhaps be partly appli- 
cable to him. Before he went mad, he had 
e gbod Parts, and ſome” Learning. But F will 
e now explain to You the original Cauſe of the 
« Abſurdities he has - uttered. His Mind was 
« formed, like ſome Perſpective Glaſſes, in ſuch 
„ a Manner, that it either diminiſhed or magni- 
«6-fied"all Objects too much; but above all others 
it magnified him to himſelf. This made him 
o proud that it quite turned his Brain.“ As 
Joon Seeber as Mercury reſtored him to his Senſes, 
every Object appeared to him in a new Light, and 
he had ſuch an Abhorrence of his own” Conduct 
that he was aſhamed to be ſeen. Good Mer. 
s cury, ſays he, I beſeech you, jet me retire from 
% Company, for which I know T am very unfit. 
Let me go and hide my Head in the deepeſt 
Shade of that Grove which I ſee in the Valley. 
„When I have performed à Quarantine there, I 
f wilt crawl on my Knees to the Feet of thoſe 

reat and illuſtrious Shades whom- I have of. 
nded, and beg them to ſee me burn my im- 
6 * Boots ef Criticiſm, in the fiery Billows 
r x L der my own 9 7 81 das 
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| AN 
APPENDIX. 
To Tus KING in COUNCIL, 


Some CONSIDERATIONS humbly offered by | 
Tous, Biſhop of Lox De, relating to 
ECCLESIASTICAL GOVERNMENT, in 51 


Majeſty's Dominions in America*.. — 


NNO 1606, Ap. 1oth. The firſt Grant the 
| Crown made of Lands in America, was da- 
ted April 1oth in the 4th Fac. I, Anno 1606, to 
the ſecond Virginia Company; in which the King 
grants, that they ſhould have a Council to govern 
and order all Matters and Cauſes within the ſame, 
according to /uch Laws, Ordinances, and Inſtructions, 
as ſhould in that Behalf be given and figned by bis 
Majeſty's Hand, or Sign Manual, and paſs under 
1be Privy Seal of England. 

1606, Nov. 20. The King, in Purſuance of 
the Right thus reſerved, gave Orders under his 


Sign 
This Memorial appears to have been preſented Feb. 19th, 
and read in Council Feb. 21ſt, 1749-50. It has often been 
lamented that the Production of ſuch a Pen, on ſuch a Sub- 
ject, has never been printed, and that ſo very few People 
were likely to be acquainted with it. The Editor had long 
ſought for it in vain, and he began to fear it would be irre- 
coverably loſt to the Public. At Length however he has 
been fo happy as to obtain it, by the friendly Communica- 
tion of the Revd. Dr. Suit n, Preveſ of the College in Phi- 
ladelphia. This Gentleman, while in England ſome Years 
ago, met with it in the Hands of a great and excellent Prelate, 
who is now living, and tranſcribed it with his own Pen; and, 
from his Tranſcript it is now carefully printed. 
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Sign Manual and Privy Seal, one of which was 
as follows: That the Preſident, Council and 
«© Miniſters ſhould provide that the trut Mord and 
«© Service of God ſhould be preached, planted and 
* 5 according to the Rites aud Dodtrines of the 
« Church of England. Cs” 
1609, May 23. The ſecond Grant was ſepa- 
rately made to the firſt Virginia Company, the 7th 
2 I, which orders that all Laws, Ordinances, 
&c. as near as conveniently. might be, ſhould be 
;agrecable to the Laws and Statutes, Government 
and Policy of the Realm (of England.) 
1620, Nov. 3. The third Grant was made, 
18th Jac. I, to the third Virginia Company, then 
called the Council of Plimouth, to the ſame Ef- 
fect as the above, with this Addition: That all 
Perſons who ſhould paſs in any Voyage to the ſaid 
Country, ſhould take the Oath of Supremacy, which 
was meant to exclude Papiſts, from ſettling in 
America. The Affairs of the Company went on 
but ſlowly, and after 12 Years and a great Sum of 
Money ſpent, the Colony conſiſted but of 600 
Perſons, Men, Women and Children. Under 
theſe Circumſtances, nothing was dene (and no- 
thing could be expected to be done) towards ſettling - 
the Church there. JENS | p 
In 1620, there were but Five Clergymen in the 
Plantations. The Company had ordered 100 
Acres, in each of the Boroughs, (Townſhips are 
probably meant) which were Eleven in Number, 
to be ſet apart for a Glebe; andy for the farther 
Maintenance, laid upon every Planter, a certain 
Portion of Tobacco, to be paid to a Miniſter. | 
The next Care was to get more Clergymen to 
go abroad to the Plantations ; and this was to be 
provided for by the Virginia Council that fat in, 
1 | | London. 
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London. The Biſhop of London was a 
Promoter of the Plantations, and had collected and 
paid in C. 1000 towards a College in Virginia, 
and was himſelf one of the Council for Virginia. 
The. Company therefore, as was natural, applied 
to him, a Member of their own Society, for his 
Help and Aſiſtance to procure Miniſters. And this 
is the firſt Inſtance we meet with of the Biſhop df 
London's Concern in the eccleſiaſtical Affairs of 
the Plantations. | 

1624. But fo little was done towards ſeedling 
the Church, that it appears by the Report of the 
General Aſſembly of Virginia, that divers of thoſe 
who acted as Miniſters had no Orders. In that 
Aſſembly Laws were paſt, conſiſting of 35 Arti- 
cles; the firſt Seven of which related to the 
Church and Miniſtry ; but not the leaſt Intima- 
tion that the Biſhop of London had any Authority 
or Juriſdiction: — By Proclamation, of July 
15th, 1624, the Virginia Company, &c. was ſup- 
preſſed; and from that Time the King has ap- 
pointed Governors. | 

1626. Sir GroxGe Y4RDLEY was appointed 
Governor of Virginia; and the ſecond Article of 
his Inſtructions, dated April 19th, 1626, relates 
to Religion, and is as follows, viz. © That, in 
the firſt Place, Lou be careful that Almighty 
« God be duly and daily ſerved, both by your- 
“ {elf and the People under your Charge, which 
may draw down a Bleſſing on _ your En- 
« deavors.” - 

1650. Sir Wutzan BERKLEY. was Govener.. 
The firſt Article of his Inſtructions relates to Re- 
ligzon, viz. That in the firſt Place You be care- 
ful that Almighty God be duly and daily ſerved, 

und to the Form 4 A eſtabliſbed 5 
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the Church of England. Let every Congregation 
„ have an able Miniſter, a convenient Pariſh 
„ Houſe and 200 Acres of Glebe Land. Suffer 
« no Innovations in Matters of Religion, and be 
e careful to appoint ſufficient and conformable Mi- 
« niſters to each Congregation.” ' 
1673, June 21. At a Committee of Trade and 
Plantations I find the following Entry, viz. Their 
«+ Lordſhips deſire that Enquiry be made touching 
„ the Juriſdiction which the Biſhop of London 
„ hath over the foreign Plantations ;. in Order to 
which, ſee the Charters of New-England, or 
„ by any other Order ſince, but moſt probably 
„ about the Year 1629, when Biſhop Laud was 
in chief Authority“ . 5 
What gave Riſe to this Enquiry J cannot find; 
but as there was nothing relative to this Juriſdic- 
tion to be found, there does not appear that any 
Return was made thereto: And the Part alloted 
to the Biſhop of London in the next Governor's 
Inſtructions, ſhews that the Biſhop was not thought 
to have any Juriſdiction; for he has nothing but 
a mere miniſterial Office aſſigned him, as appears 
in Lord CuLPxPPeR's Inſtructions, dated Sept. 6th, 
1679; the 15th Article of which decrees : * That 
* God be duly ferved----the Book of Common 
Prayer, as is now eſtablifhed, be read each Sun- 
« day and Holiday, and the bleſſed Sacrament 
* adminiſtered according to the Rules of the Church 
„% , England.” And the, 16th Article proceeds 
thus: And our Will and Pleaſure is that 10 
.** Miniſter be preferred by Lou to any eccleſiaſtical 
„ Benefice in that our Colony, without a Certifi- 
ne n en os 0 „ cate 


** a . . 1 . 


. This Entry appears to be confuſed and imperfe&, pro- 
bably from an Overſight of the firſt Tranſcriber. 


EY 
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* cate from the Biſhop of London of his being con- 


* formable to the Doctrine of the Church of En- 
** A pe * N 


J. gd N ATCA 


1661. Lord Windſor was Governor of james 
His Inſtructions bear Date, March 21, the ele- 
venth Article of which concerns Religion, viz. 
*' You are to give the beſt Encouragement You 
can to ſuch conformable Miniſters of the Goſpel 
* as now are, or ſhall be ſent unto You, that 
* Chriſtianity and the Proteſtant Religion, ac- 
* cording to the Doftrine and Diſcipline of the 
*: Church of England, may have a due Reyerence 
and Exerciſe among you.“ 


22 


1681. Sir Tous Lyncn was Governor. The ; 


28th Article of his Inſtructions is: Our Will and 
« Pleaſure is, that no Miniſter be preferred by 
Nou without a Certificate from the Biſhop of 
“ London of his being conformable to the Doctrine 

* of the Church of England And You are to en- 
e quire whether any Miniſter preaches and admi- 
c giſfers the Sacrament without being in due Or- 
ders, whereof You are to give n to ibe Bi- 
«" ſpop of London. 

What the Biſhop of London oa 90 upon 
ſuch Notice does not appear; the Plantations 
being no Part of his Dioce 5, nor. had he any Au- 
thorty to act there. 1 
168, April 1g. At the Conithiltes of Tradle, 
a Letter fam a: Biſhop of London was read, 
propoling--- 
1ſt. “ That he may have all eccleſiaſtical Juriſ- 
4 diction in the Weſt Indies, except the Diſpoſition 
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* 4 Lens Licence for Marriage and Probate | 
ills \ 

2d. That no School- Maſters coming AI 
England be received without Licence from his 
6 Lordſhip ; z or from other his Majeſty's Planta- 
c tions, without they take the Governor” s Li- 
« cence?” ., - 

gd. « That Orders be giren 1 eſtabliſhing the 
00 Donation of St. Andrew's Pariſh in Jamaica; 
whereupon their, Lordſhips agree to take theſe 

opqſals into farther Conſideration, when my 

Lon Biſhop of London ſhall . be preſent. 
1685, April 27. At the Committee. of Trade, 
the Propofals from the Biſhop of London, con- 
tained in a Letter to Mr. Blaithwayte were again 
read, his Lordſhip being preſent; which being 
ved, their Lordſhips agree to move his Ma- 
jeſty, that, the. Governors of his Majeſty's Plan- 
tions have Inſtructions according to the Two firſt 
Particulars ; and that a Clauſe be added to Sir 
Pare Howanxp's Inſtructions; to that Effect, as 
alſo for applying the Donation of St. Angrew's 
erde in Jamaica to the proper U ſe. 

In Conſequence of this Application from the 
Biſhop and the reſt of the Board, a Clauſe was 
added the ſame Year to Sir Pari Wee In- 

anden as follows, vizaz. 
= ps Be Will and Pleaſure, is—-that no Men 

« be pr referred. by. You to any, eccleſiaſtical. Bene- - 

ct Dy without a Certificate, — the Right Re- 


<« verend the Lord Biſhop of —— of his Con- 
« formily zo the Diſcipline and Doctrine of the Church 


« of England. 


4 2 Ard to the End that the eceleſiaſtical Juriſ- 
the ſaid Biſhop of London may take 
6, Place in that our Iſland as far as en | 


cc may 


— 
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* may be, we do think fit that You do give all 
e Countenance and Encouragement in the Exerciſe 
c of the ſame; excepting the Collating ee 
Granting Licences for Marriage and Probate af 
„ Wills, which we have reſerved to You, our 
Governor and Commander in Chief for the 
8 Time beiog. 5 | 


. dire that tho: Bchdnls 


&« Maſter be henceforward permited to come from 


England to keep School in that our Iſland, 


c vwithout the Licence of the ſaid Biſnop.“ 
The like Inſtructions were given to the other 
Governors and under this & Biſhop 
Compton, Biſhop Robinſon, and ; Biſhop: *Gib/on, 
for the firſt two or three Years after he Was 
promoted to the See of London, exerciſed eccle- 


ſiaſtical Juriſdiction in the Plantations, ee 


Collation to Benefices, Marriage Licences aud 
Probate of Wills, which were reſerved to the Go- 
vernors of the reſpective Colonie. 

In 1725, Biſhop Gißſon, deſirous of having 2 
more explicit Authority and Direction from the 
Crown for the Exerciſe of the ſaid Juriſdiction, 
applied to the Ning in Cuuncil for that Purpoſe 


The Petition was referred to the Attorney au 


Sollicitar General; and, by their Report,, their 
Opinion ſeems to have been „ That the 'Autho- 
rity by which the Biſhops of London had acted 
in the Plantations was inſufficient, and that the Ec- 
clefraſtical” Furiſdifion did neither belong to o 
Biſhop of London, nor to any Biſhop 1 155 Fos 
but coat ſolely. inthe 11 by Virtue of of th 5 IS — 
premacy; and that the moſt proper Way of 
granting to any Perſon the Exerciſe of ſuch Ju- 
ofa was by Patent under. the broad Seal.” 

| Accordingly 
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Accordingly a Patent was granted to Dr. Gibſon 
late Biſhop of London; but it was granted to him 
perſonally, and not to him as Biſnop of London 
and his Succeſſors; ſo that the Patent expired with 
him, and the Juriſdiction is ſolely in his Majeſty. 
By the Grant to Dr. Gibbon, his Exerciſe of the 
Juriſdiction was ſubjected to certain Limitations 
and Reſtraints, nor is it clear what Powers he had 
in Virtue of ſaid Grant. The Patent gives him 
Authority by bimſelf or Commiſſaries— 
Iſt, To viſit all Churches, in which the [Rites 
and Liturgy of the Church of n Were: uſed 
or read. I 
2d, To. e all Reckers, en nl ERAS 
and all Prieſts and Deacons in Cburch of England 
Orders (and non alias qudſcunque Perſonas, cum 
omni et omnimoda Juriſfdictione, Poteſtate et Co- 
ereione in premiſſis requiſit ) and to enquire by 
Witneſſes duly ſworn into their Morals, &c. with 
Power to adminiſter Oaths in the Eccleſiaſtical 
Court, and to correct and puniſh the ſaid: Rectors, 
&c. by Suſpenſion, Excommunication, &c. 
ed, A Heter to nppoin Commiſſaries for the 
Exerciſe: of this Juriſdiction, and to remove. them 
avPlcgſure:t. 0 6 50S) 
224th, An Appeal 11 eiven to all who o hall find 
themſelves aggrieved by any Sentence (under the 
Exerciſe of Rag Juridction) to thi eee, Officers | 
of State in England. 


Oer vation on the forego oing Patent. 

1. A Power to viſit all Churches; hut the Bi- 
ſhop had ho Power by it to cite the Church- 4. 
dens or any of the Pariſhioners to appear 
ſhould any of them appear voluntarily, he has no 


Right to give them any Orders relating to the 
Church 
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Church or Church Affairs; his whole Power and 
Juriſdiction being confined to the Clergy only. 

2. He has Power to cite all Prieſts and Deacons, 
and to examine into their Condutt, provided they 
have Church of England Orders; but if a Man 
ſhould counterfeit epiſcopal Orders and adminitter 
the Sacraments, he has no Power to proceed 
againſt bim. 

3. He has Power given to examine into the 
Conduct of the Clergy, upon the Oath of Witneſſes 
and Power to adminiſter Oatbs for that Purpoſe ; 
but has no Power to cite any Man, at leaſt no 
Layman, to give Teſtimony. before him. Yer 


—— may be many Times neceſſary Witneſſes 


in ſuch Caſes, as they ſee daily how their Curate 


belizees, when Clergymen who ſerve diſtant Pa- 


riſhes can give no Account of it. 

4. The Biſhop has Power to appoint Com- 
miſſaries to exerciſe ſuch Juriſdiction as is 
him by the ſaid Patent; and as the Biſhop of Lon- 
don cannot be ſuppoſed to reſide in America, he 
can do nothing by himſelf; and as ſoon as he has 
appointed Commiſſaries, he can neither direct nor 
correct their Judgment. No Appeal lics to the 
Biſhop, nor indeed can there lie; for in Judgment 
of Law, the Commiſſary's Sentence is the Bithop's 
Sentence, and the Appeal muſt go to a Walen 
Court. 

But this ſhews at the ſame Time how vary im- 
proper it is to give ſuch a Power to a Biſhop in 
England, as he cannot exerciſe, but muſt be obli- 
ged to give over to ſome Body elſe as ſoon as he 
receives it; fo that the Biſhop receiving with one 
Hand what he muſt neceflarily give away with the 
other, remains himſelf a Cypher, wathou any Au- 
— Power or Influence. 


If 


2 Biſbop Sn ERIC KH Memorial. 

If theſe Objervations: are well-founded, the Bi- 
— Juriſdiction, as under the Paton, ſeems 
nou defechve. 7 

But the epiſcopal Churches in 3 ſuffer 
arbiter Hardſhips ſtill; by being under a Biſhop 
who never can reſide among them. There are 
ſome Things neceſſary to ſuch Churches, which 
the Biſhep only can do himſelf; ſuch, for Inſtance, 
are Confirmation and Ordination, which are not Acts 
of Juriſdiction," nor (transferable; to Commiſſaries, 
but are Acts peculiar to the epiſcopal Character ; 
and the Churches abroad (in 9 Colonies) are 
totally deprived of Confirmation. And as to Orders, 
ſince the Biſhop only can give them, there is not in 
this vaſt Tract of Land one who can ordain Mi- 
niſters for the Church of England; in which 
Reſpect, the Diſſenters, on the meer Foot of To- 
leration, are in a better Caſe; for they all appoint 
Minifters in their w] Way; and were the Diſ- 
ſenters in New- England, or elſewhere in America, 
to ſend all their Miniſters to be ordained by their 
Brethren in England, they would think it a great 
Hardſhip, and inconſiſtent with the Signs they 
claim by the Toleration. 

From theſe Confiderations it appears, that the 
ſeveral Colonies abroad where the Church of En- 
gland 1s eſtabliſhed, are, with Reſpect to their 
religious Principles, put under great Difficulties. 
They are abſolutely deprived of Confirmation for 
all their Touth and Children, and are oftentimes ill 
ſupplied with Miniſters to perform other Offices 
of Religion among them: For the Families ſettled 
in the Country, and which are able to provide 
Wenn for their Children, will not ſend them, at 

a great Expence and Hazard, to be ordained in 
N where they often, as by Experience has 

been 


Biſhop-SueRLook'si em 113 
been: found, catch the Smill - Pox: a Diſtemper 
more fatal to them than: to others; andi ſeveral 
who have come over hither for Orders have died of 
this Diſeaſe. In Conſequence of ihis; the Plans 
tations are furniſhed with ſuch Mmiſters / from 
hence, as can be :iprevatled upon to go among 
them, or ſuch as are forced —— — to 
ſeck a Maintenance in a foreign Country. 

The Churches of the Siſbopel Commumon 
abroad have been under a Neceſlity of ſubmitting 
to theſe Difficulties!-:.For; as Protefiant; they would 
not apply to Popifh Biſhops for Confirmation or 
Ordetsi; and as Epiſcopal Churches, they could 
reſort for Orders only to Enęliſb or Iriſp Biſhops. 
Bur: ſince the Morauians have been recognized by 
Farliament to be a Proteſtant Epiſcopal Church, 


and have Liberty to ſettle in his Majeſty's Ame- 
rican Dominions, ſhould the Churches abroad 


admit of Ordination by Moravian Biſhops, it 
might be attended with Conſequences not eaſily 
foreſeen, but eaſily prevented, by ſuffering the 
epiſcopal | Churches of England in America to 
have one or more Sufragan Biſhops nag —_—_ 
them. 

As che Diflencers at home and ahroad may po 0 


| ſibly think themſelves concerned in chis Queſtion, | 


it is neceſſary to obſerve, that Biſhops are not de- 
ſired in Behalf of an inconſiderable Party there; 
and that the Independents and other Diſſenters do 
by no Means (as the Caſe is ſometimes miſtaken 
to be) make the Body of Inhabitants in his Ma- 
jeſty's American Dominion But previouſly: to 
{ſtating how the Facb is at preſent, it is proper to 
recollet# how the with Reſpect to the 
Eſtabliſnment of the Church ef England in Ame- 
1065 according to _ Royal <Charters,; and the 
| Inſtructions 
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Inſtructions given to the K s Governors abro 
herein; — — IS 5 os wa 
ic; For:the:Church of. England being Rabl bed. in 
America, the Independents! and other Diſſenters, 
who went to ſettle in New-E „ could have 
only 2 Toleration s and, in Fact, they had no 
more, as appears by their ſeveral Charters, and 
more particularly the Rhode · Iſland Charter, non 
——_— Year of Charles II. 
Thus ſtands the Right of the Church of En- 
in America; ad in Fact, at leaſt one Half 
of the Plantations are of the eſtabliſhed Church, 
and have built Churches, and Miniſters Houſes, 
and have, by the Laws of their reſpective Aſſem- 
blies, confirmed by the Crown, provided Main- 
tenance for the Church of England Clergy ; and 
— my WR of nt Benefices among 


This i is the Caſe of Seath-Caroline, North-Caro- 
lina, Virginia, Maryland, Jamaica, Barbados, An- 
e Aar, and the Reſt of the Caribbee ande. 

On the other Side Pennſylvania is in the Hands 
and under the Government of the Quakers ; and 
New. England is in the Hands of the Independents, 
but in ſome Parts 51 it are great Numbers of 
Churchmen 

It is ſometimes aid; it, t. would be hard to ſend 
Biſhops: — 8 Diſſenters of America, many 
of whom left n en to get free from 
under their Power. 

If Biſhops were phejpaſed, to. be (eſtabliſhed in 
Pennſylvania and New- with . coercive 
: Power, there would be ſome Colour in the Com- 
plaint. But as it has never been propoſed! to ſettle | 
— in theſe Colonies, nor * any other Colo- 
man ren * is no Ground for 

5 i it. 
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it. And whatever Prejudices the Independents of 
New-England may have againſt Biſhops themſe 
ſurely it can never be thought reaſonable; i 
becauſe the Northern End of America is poſſeſſed 
. Independents, therefore the Southern 
Midland Parts, and the Iflands which profeſs 
the eſtabliſhed Religion of England, and "att 
oy Churches, ſhould be demed the Bebeft 
epiſcopal Adminiſtration, which accotding to 
the ehpovs Principles they think. _neceffary w 
If che King's Supremacy de tel i han often then 
ſtiled) a rich Jewel in the Co of England, it 
ſhould be conſidered that the Supremacy is ma 
rained and obeyed by the eftabliſhed Cherch © 
Diſſenters of all Kinds are diſcharged from 
| Repard to it, and are at full Liberty to act 
themſelves in religious Affairs, without taking the 
Conſent, and even the Advice, of the Crowm: 
And therefore they make what Miniſters they pleaſe. 
But the epiſcopal Churches of England, in Ame- 
rica, want their firſt and moſt neceſſary Member, 
a Biſhop to refide with them, and have waited 
with Patience for the Conſent of the Crown ; and 
their Brethren at home, the Biſhops REES and, 
and the Society the Propagation of tbe Ce 
have often Cd Tore ro the 1 on their 
Behalf. l 11 nine 
The Obje&tions to ertling Biſhops in the 
rations are chiefly theſe two. * 
vlt it is doubtful whether it will de agreeable 
to the People there.” ng 
-28ly, K is doubted whether "any Maintenance 
— 1 2 ſuch - 
to the firſt Point as no are propo- 
ſed to be nn r 
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Ut; SPAIN, to ar 165g reg een 4 
A 5 Fongerned elves, 4 no 
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ry votog ole, Parts 


where 
Aa is eſtabliſnegd and pe fit 
Di .tq them, and) to. A 
i e Lai dere tur to n Ne 
yn the. Duties belonging 


bp in the, Chriſtin; 2 45 q, and with 
= Powers of, Turiſdi derived 40,1f 
rhe civil Magiſtrate. : — 


In 1 — Views their . will 
vs 
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Maintenance provided fori the better Eneourage- 
ment of the. Clergy is: appropriated to1the ortho- 
dox Miniſters 7 of England. 
Antigua. By Act of Aſſembig nne ace-dapioble 
of being preſented to Benefices, unleſs cthey pros 
duce IJ eſtimonies af /theirmbeing] qualified, /ac- 
cording to the Canons. of the Church of England, 
by having taken -Deacon's and Prieſt's Orders. 
Mevis. By Act of Aſſambly a Maintenance is 
provided for the ane of the Church, of 
Kaputt big 101 gvod) leo „ Sun <d3 

. Leeward-Iands. By Act of Aſſambiy the Go- 
yernor. may: ſuſpend an: Incumbent, giving Not 
tice to the; Biſhop. of London, that his Lordſhip 
nen Directions · as ta him ſhall! — 

» Jamaica; None to be capable of a Benofice, uns 


Jef they produce Teſtimonials-that, they are qua? 


lied: according, tO! the Canons of the Church of 
England, -by-baving: taken ere and) Brieſy's 
Orders. +: 1:52 At bas fe NO is 
By theſe. Adds of A ſſembly in Tablet they 

have no (Objection to Biſhops, in the 2 
View; ſo far from it, that they admit no Midiſter 
ta ſerve in the Churches, ſupported. hy pablit 
Maintenance, but ſuch anly as are epiſcopallyior: 
dained. Andi it cannot be ſuppoſed that che are 
unwilling 4 Biſhop ſhould: reſide among them, 
where his Authority and Influence —＋ be af 
great Uſe: in the due Government and. Direction 
of the! Clergy ; provided that a Biſhop reſiding 
with them had Power to do no more than they 
are now — — be done by a Biſhop 5 
Diſtanece n Naini 1 ; {bynoignsrs Dill 


199 27 bs 2 1 loo: 7 Hig NAI Bye 


mY — hes coco hee 75 7 bon the Clergy « 
L 
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But the Difficulty ariſes in the ſecond View of 
| the Matter; and the is, how far they 
will be contented to d hay the Juriſdiction which 
the in En e in Caſey ra; 
1 ow HER 4 Naa 
As the firſt Planters in tries, were en 
le Church of England, and carried out with 
them à Regard for the: Government and Diſcipline 
of the Mother Church, there is no Doubr. bur 
they would have very willingly continued under 
the ſame eccleſiaſtical Government and Diſcipline 
in America, under which they had been bred in 
1 N had they had any 1 among them 
-firft' Settlement abroad A being defti- 
— of Biſhops, and for ſome” Time of 2 
Church Communion for Want of Miniſters 
latly ordained, it is more to be wondered at that 
they have adhered ſo ſteadily to the — — 
of the Church of England, with Reſpect to epiſ- 
copal Ordination = the eſtabliſhed Liturgy, 
than that they have ſome Prejudices againſt eccle- 
fiaſtical: Courts and the Juriſdiction of Biſhops, of 
which they have feen and known fo little for many 
vw Many 3 r ve under the Care 
and _— Biſhops in England are Thi 
done by — and — 
therè are no Biſhops 4227 muſt be done by ſome 
other Authority. Such are the Repairs of 
Churches, and providing Books and other Neceſ- 
fries for the Service; the Inſtituting and Induct- 
ing lncumbents; the Repairs of Glebe Houſes; 
the Probate of Wills and Licence for Marriages 
(already mentioned); the examining and approv- 
ing Clergymen, and School-maſters ; and the Cor · 
rection of Vice and Immorality by coercive Powers. 


As the Colonies had no Biſhops to 3 
Jutics, 
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Duties, they were neceſſitated to provide for them 


otherwiſe; and therefore theſe Powers are 
by ſeveral Acts of Aſſembly, partly in the Church 
Wardens, * in the Juſtices of the Peace, 
and partly in the ee Governors: of the 
Provinces. 

That theſe Proviſions are . 
| Biſhop among them, and not out of a Diſlike to 
epiſcopal Authority, appears from the Act of 
Aſſembly of the Leeward Iſlands before _ 
oned, by which the Governor is em 
ſuſpend Clergymen ;; but ir paſſed under an Obli- 
gation of giving Notice to the Biſhop of London 
and of taking his Directions. Had there been a 
Biſhop among them, can it be ſuppoſed they 
_ . not have referred the Matter direfly to 

m 

The preſent Generation of Men in the Colonies, 
being born and bred under this Conſtitution, it is 
natural to ſuppoſe that they are attached to the 
Cuſtom of their Country, and would be alarmed 

at the Apprehenſion of having thoſe Powers re- 
—— ——— Laws of 
their Country have placed them, and put into 


— theſe Colonies, howerer unceutomed to 
epiſcopal Juriſdi Aion, always brought 
up in an Opinion that their Clergy muſt be epi/co- 
i And it is not to be ſuppoſed that 

ve their Children come to En- 


1 * 
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Members of the Church of England, and have re- 
ceived its Liturgy, they cannot loca into it with- 
out ſeeing tltat or Want of5a Biſhop among them, 
they and d heir Chikiren are debarred from Con- 
Armation. 0 38 1355 191 713 61 e Dis 

That 3 have bans Jealouſies in, ſome of 
the Planters of an eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction, is 
certain from ſome Acts of Aſſembly, In the 
Charch Ath of Antigua (paſſed July rt, 1692) it 
is enacted; that no eccleſiaſtical Law or Juriſdiction 
Mall have Power to enfore, confirm or eſtabliſn 
afny penal: Aus or Puniſiment i iam Caſe what- 
oever. Do nne 
8 en — Ile Clauſe in the Church Aa of 
Paret 11 n .ff 

If by penal Mulet or Puniſhment i is to be under- 
ſtood, the impoſing Fines upon Offenders, it is 
hardoto' Jayiwhar:gave. Occaſion: for that Proviſion. 
It could not be to guard againſt. the eceleſiaſtical 
Laws of England; for the) eccleſiaſtical [Courts 
there: heither do nor can impoſe Fine. 

There is che ſame Law in Barbadas ery pe- 
2a, Mulcis by ecclehaſtical | Laws. But whatever 
gave occaſion to it, it is certain that it was never 
meant againſt the Authority exerciſed by the Bi- 
ſnop in the Caſe of Religion, or the Government 
of the Clergy; for it is declared in a ſubſequent 
Statute, that the ſaid Clauſe ſnould not extend to 
the Exerciſe of eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction over the 
Clergy, according to the Tenor of his Majeſty's 
Commiſſion to the Biſnop of London. Thee Cha 
ſtruction therefore, upon theſe two Acts muſt be 
this: That they are not willing to receive ec- 
cigſaſtical Courts, with ' coercive \ Powers over , the 
Zaity:; but are deſirous of receiving Biſhops, as an 
A of the Chriſtian Church to inſpect che Nur 
Nl du 


— 


8 


— 
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duct and Behaviour of the Clergy, and to perform 
the Duties of the epiſcopal Office in examinin 
and ordaining Minifters for the Service of the 
GN dt Oh 7 if tt. 75 

Let them, then, at leaſt, have ſuch Biſhops 
among them as they are willing to receive. 105 

There have been Commiſſaries acting under the 
Biſhop of London, ever fince Biſhop Compton's 
Time, and no Complaint of their Power being too 
great, or any Way burthenſome to the Country; 
and if Suffragan Biſbops, with. the ſame eccleſiaſti- 
val Powers that the Commiſſaries have had, were 
ſettled in the Plantations, it would make no Al- 
teration, with Reſpect to the civil Government of 
the People; but it would enable the Church of 
England there to do what all Churches, of all 
Denominations, have thought neceffary to their 
very Being, viz. To provide a Succeſſion for the 
Miniſtry among themſelves ; a Right which the 
eſtabliſhed Church of England it the Plantations 
has been long deprived of; and which, as far as 
I can hear, no other Chriftian Church in the World 
ever wanted. 1 125 


The other Objection is. How ſhall Biſhops 


in America be maintained? Not by Tax or Impo- 


fition upon the People certainly. If Biſhops were 
to be ſent them, and the Country laid under Con- 
tribution to ſupport them, Biſhops would be re- 
ceived as Excitemen and Tax Gatherers; and this 
Apprehenſiop of the People abroad of being bur- 
dened with the Maintenance of Biſhops, would be 
the readieſt Way to raiſe an Oppoſition in the 
Colonies to the Settlement of Biſhops among them. 

Nor ought the Crown to be burdened with the 
Maintenance of ſuch Biſhops, or put to more Ex- 
pence than what already lies upon the Crown in 


providing 


" —— — - 


m * 
o 


- 
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providing Clergy for the Plantations. | And yet 
there will not be wanting Means to provide a de- 
dent Support for them, by annexing ſome Prefer- 
ments abroad to theſe Biſhopricks, or by giving 
the - Biſhop a Capacity of receiving Benefactions 
from ſuch as will be ready to promote ſo good a 
Deſign. _ 8 5 
But as the Care to maintain them will he pre- 
mature, till his Majeſty's Pleaſure is known as to 
the appointing them, it may wait his Majeſty's 
Determination. 8 | 
As the Biſhop of London is ſuppoſed to be the 
Biſhop principally, if not only, concerned in the 
Plantations, he deſires to ſay one Word tor him- 
ſelf, and to aſſure your Majeſty, that however ne- 
ceſſary to the State of Religion and the Churches 
abroad he apprehends the Settlement of Biſhops 
in America to be, and however ſenſible he is, 
that with the Authority granted to the late Bi- 
ſhop of London, he could by no Means anſwer the 
good Purpoſes intended by your Majeſty, yet he 
ſubmits himſelf to your royal Pleaſure; and 
Whatever Part You, in your Wiſdom, ſhall think 
fit to allot him, he will diſcharge it to the beſt of 
his Ability. . | 1 


LESEEIAISESIIAET III KIA 


* 


120. 


+8 KR: M8) ©* ho 
Tage 25. Line 17. read, opprobrious 


11. 
26. 


v. that is the Object 
7. Heretics 


In the Note, r. atque and fi non 


an. 
23. 
30. 
15. 
31. 
27. 


r. ſhrewd 
r. Suffragan 

r. ſtriking 

r. than 

r. for a farther Maintenance 
r. Miniſters 

. fora Comma, put a Period. 


There are ſeveral other Errata in the Punctuation, which, it is 
hoped, the Reader will excuſe, as they do not obſcure the Senſe. 
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A Fertia melt. 
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2251. ad "kd 55. Hygu Gains, at the 
Crown in Honover-Sguure. 


1. Dr. Caanvuer's' Appeal to the Palle, in Behalf 
of the Church of England in America. London 
— Edition. Price 2/6. f 


2. Dr. CuanvLen's Appeal Deſonded in Anſwer to 
the, Miſrepreſentations of Dr. CrapNcy and 
others. Price 5 6. 


3, Pr. CuanpL ER“, Appeal Farther Defended, in 
„ Anſwer to the farther Miſe epreſentations of Dr. 


a Cuauncv. Price V6. OU 65 


4 De. -CHANDLER”S Sermon, preached» before the 
' CorroraTiION for the Relief of the Widows and 
Children of Clerg ymen, in the Communion of the 
Church of Enxland in America, at their Anniver- 
ſary Meeting, Oct. 2d. 1771 ; with an Abſtract 
of their Pr oceedings. Free 3/3, 


5. An Avoerss from the Clergy of New-York 
and New-FJerſey, to the Epiſcopalians in Vir- 
ginia. Price 1/6. 4 
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